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A 
CALM DISCOURSE 


OF THE 


Trinity in the Godhead, &*«c. 


l SIR, 

f [| Intend not this Diſcourſe ſhall be 
; concern'd in what this Author hath 
; {aid of the ſeveral Explications given 
by the Perſons named on his Title-page. 
The only thing it is deſignd for, is 
| the Diſcourſing with him that ſwngle 
Pont which he refers to in his 29th. 
| and 3oth. pages, and which in this Con- 
| troverlie, is on all hands confeſſed to 
| be the Cardinal one, viz. Whether a Tris 
| nity in the Godvead he poſſible or no * 

| T pur nor the Queſtion about three 
| Perſons ; both becaule 1 will not, in {9 
| ſhort a Diſcourſe as I intend to make 
| this, be engaged in dilcuſſing the uns 
agreed Notion of a Perſon ; and becauſe 
| the Scripture lays not that Neceſlity 


A 2 upon 
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upon me, ( tho' 1 do not think the uſe 
of that term, in this affair, either blame- j 
able or indefenlible. ) | Hos 

But I ſhall enquire whether the Fat , 
ther, the Son (or Word) and the HohF ,, 
Ghoſt cannot poſſibly admit of fuffci-ſÞ ,, 
ent diſtinction from one another to an-ſ 
{wer the parts and purpoſes leverally al- ; 
ſ1gned them by the Scripture, - ti 
Chriſtian Oeconomy, and yet be each offf . 
them God, conſiſtently with this moſtF 1 
inviolable and indubitable truth | tha . 
there can be but one God. ; A, 

This Author concludes 1t to be inf 
poſſible in the mentioned Pages of his Dil-F 
courſe, and thereupon leems ro judg it ye 
Neceſſary that two of them be excludedf n 
the Godhead, as many others ( {ome| «, 
going the Arian, ome the Photiuan ſy © 
more lately called the Socouan way ff 
have done before him. He acknow:-ſj 
ledges pag. 30. col. 1. there may befſ 
[ * fome Secret revealed by God, be-ſ] « ; 
« cauſe it was aboye Humane Capact- 


© city to diſcover it ; and ſometimes} 
| « alſof 
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«alſo to comprehend how it can be ** ] 
But adds; | © there is a vaſt difference 
| *berween .my not being able to con- 
| ©ceive how a thing ſhould be, and a clear 
| < apprehenſion, and fight that it cans 
| © y0t be. *.]: What he ſays thus far is un- 
| exceptionable,* and I heartily concur 
| with him 1n it. | 
{ Bur for what he {ubjoyns, ( where- 
| in he might have ſpoken his Mind of 
{ the Matter in Controverlie with as much 
| Advantage to his Caule, without re- 
| flecting upon his Adverlaries, as it they 
| conſidered thele things either with no 61> 
| tention, or with 10 ſincerity, not allowing 
| them even the never ſo little of the one or 
| the other) that | © three diſtinct almighty 
| 2nd alknowing Perſons, ſhould be 
'| but one Almighty, or but One All- 
QUE knowing, or but one God, a Man 
= * ( who conſiders with never lo little 
intention and lincerity ) clearly fees 
. «that it cannot be, In ſhort, that ir is 
” | not a. Myſtery, but ( as Dr. Souty 
|*Jpeaks ) an abſurdity and a contra- 
A 3 « dicti- 


ule 
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« diction. * 7] This is that I would con- | 
{ider with him, it he will afix theſe | 
words of his [ a Man who conſiders | 
ec.) clearly ſees it cannot be; and it | 
is an ablurdiry and a contradiction |] to | 
the Queſtion as I have fer it down a-f 
bove. In the mean time he cannot be 
ignorant that as he hath repreſented the | 
matter, he hath here either not truly, þ 
(or at leaſt not fairly) given the fenfe | 
of any of them whom he pretended toÞ 


oppole. 


For when by thoſe words, < But 
«that three Divine Perſons, or that 
«three diſtinct almighty and allknow-F| 
< ing Perſons ſhould be but one Al-F 
* mighty, bur one Allknowing, or but 
© One God, ** he would flily inſinuatef 
to his unwary and lels attentive Read-| 
er that the ſame Men held three A-| 
mizhties, and but One; He well knows 
and elſewhere confeſſes ( tho he might} 


ſuppoſe that forme Readers would not 
be ar leifure to compare one place of 


his Writings with atiother, but haſtily 


run 
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- | ruth away with the apprehenſion, thar 
| ſuch as were not of his mind ſpake 
| nothing bur Nonſenſe and ContradiCti- 
| ons) that not only his later Oppoſers 
| fince P. Lumbard, as he ſpeaks, but di- 
.| vers much more ancient, as Athanaſius, 
* 2nd the reſt of the Nicene Fathers, &c. 
| deny'd three Almighties, ho” they affirm- 
| ed each of the Perſons ro be Almigh- 
| ty, underſtanding Omnipotency ( as they 
| do Onnmiſciency ) to be an attribute nor 


| of the perſon, as ſuch, but of the eſſence, 


| as ſuch, which they affirm to be but 
| One, i. e. that they are each of them 
-F almighty, by communication in one 
-| and the lame almighty eflence. And 
{ if their Sentiment be ſo very abſurd, 


he needed the leſs to fear repreſenting 


| ir 4s 10 15. 


And the other who ſeems to grant 


| three Almighties, doth never lay there is 
| but one Almighty; tho' ſuch ſay too there 


is but One God, placing the Unity of the 
Godhead in ſomewhat elſe, as he hath 
himſelf raken Notice ; which is re- 
A 4 more 
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allo. 


Bur I ſhall concern my ſelf no fur-} 
ther about the one or the other of theſe | 
ways of explaining the Dofrine of the | 
three Perſons. Only ſhall enquire con-| 
cerning the poſſibility of ſuch a Trmity m| 
the Godhead as was above expreſſed, re-| 
quiting the uncharitableneſs of this Author, | 
in imputing careleſneſs or inſincerity to all ; 
that think it poſſible, with ſo much Chari : 
ty, as to believe he would not ( againſt | 
the plain tenour of Scripture) have re- | 
ana the Doctrine of the Trinity ( as | 

rofelles tro do that of the Incarna: | 
ton ) if he had not thought it every way | 


impoſſible. 
4” here I premiſe 


. That the preſent Undertaking is | 
not to {hew that the Father, Son and | 
Holy Ghoſt are three, and but One, in the | 
fame reſpe&, which I would adventure | 
(in this Authors words) to ſay, no Man | 
that conſiders with never ſo little In- | 


rention and Sincerity, would offer at, 


mote from exprels Self-contradiction | 


a Fj 


a. oa as Y. moo a 


But 


k{ 
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But when they are {uppoled to be but 
One, in reſpeft of Deity, they are thought 
to be three in ſome other rſpe#t. 

2. That what I now defign is only 


| to repreſent this matter as pc//able ro be 
-| ſome way, and in the way here propo- 
| ſed for ought we know, not as defi- 
- | nitely certain, to be this way or that. The 


former is enough to our prelent purpole, 
i.e. if any wayit can be conceived, with- 


- | out abſurdity or contradittion, that theſe 
; may be three with ſufficient diſtinftion 
{ to found the diſtinf# Attributes which 


the Scriptures do leverally give them, 
lo as ſome things may be afhrmed of 


ſome one, and not be afhrmed of the 


other of them, and yet their Unity m 
Godhead be conſerved, our Point is gain- 
ed; and the clamour of this ( and every 
other ) Oppoler ought to ceale, for our 
aſſerting what every one that conſiders 
clearly ſees cannot be. 


Now, {o much being forelaid, that 


| we may proceed with clearnels and fa- 


tisfaction of mind | If we would '\un- 


derſtand 


a 
derſtand whether it be poſſible chat theſe | 
three may be ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed for | 
the mentioned purpoſe, and yet be or | 
we are-| 
ro recollect our ſelves, and conſider | 
what we are wort, and find our felves | 
indiſpenſably obliged to conceive of that | 
ever bleſſed Being, and what is with leſs | 
certainty or evidence ſaid or thought 
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in Godhead, or in Divine Being ; 


of it. Therefore, 


1. We cannot but acknowledge that | 
whereas we do with greateſt certainty | 


and clearnefs conceive of it as an intel- 


* leftual Being, comprehenſive ( with that ) 
of infinite and univerſal perfeftion, lo we 
do (moſt expreſly, tho this be imply'd in | 


univerſal perfettion) conclude it a Being 


molt neceſſarily exiſtent ; which God hath ; 
himſelf been pleated to ſignifie to us | 
by the appropriated Name I am, or 1 


am what I am. 


Hereby is this moſt excellent of Beings | 


infinitely, diftinguithed from all Crea- 
tures, or from the whole Creation. All 
created bears is meerly contingent; i. e. ( ac- 
cording 
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| cording to the true Notion of Contin- 
gency ) dependent upon will and pleaſure. 
| So he hath himſelf taught us to diftin- 
| guiſh ; and with ſuch diftinQtion to 
| conceive of the Creation, Rev. 4. 11. 
| Thou haſt made all things, and jor | or 
| by, | thy pleaſure | or Will 6 os } 
they are, or were created. Wharlſoever 
| being is neceſſarily exiſtent, the excellen- 
| cy of its Nature being ſuch, as that it 
| was neceſſary to it to exiſt, or impoli- 


ble not to exiſt, is God, or is Divine 


| being. | Notwithſtanding what ſome 
| have imagined of neceſſary matter, we 


might adventure to afhrm this univer- 
(ally of all neceſſary bemg that it is Di- 
vine, taking it to be plainly demon- 
ſtrable, and tro have been demonſtra- 
ted beyond all contradition, by the 
learned Dr. Cudworth, and many orhers 
long before him. And doubt nor to 
evince ( tho' that is not the preſent bu- 
fineſs) that ſuppoſing the imagination 
of neceſſary matter were true, this ſenfi- 
ble World could never poſhbly have 


been 
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been made of it, by any power what- 
ſoever; the only pretence for which it 
Is imagined. But if any have a mind 


to make this a Diſpute, to avoid be- | 
ing unſeaſonably involved in it at this | 
time, it will ſerve my . preſent purpoſe | 
to aſſert only, whatſoever intelleFiual Be- | 


mg is neceſſarily exiſtent is divine. 


And on the other hand, whatſoever 
being 1s contingent, k ©. ſuch as that it ] 
depended on a_ meer intervening at of | 
will, ( viz, even the ſovereign and ſupream | 
will) whether it ſhould be or not be, |. 


1s created, or is creature. 


IT. Whatſoever ſimplicity the ever blel- I 
ſed God hath by any expreſs Revela- | 


tion claimed to himſelf, or can by evi- 
dent and irrefragable Reaſon be demon- 
ſtrated to belong te him, as a Perfeftion, 
we ought humbly and with all poſſible 
reverence and adoration, to aſcribe to 
him. But ſuch ſimplicity as: he hath not 
claimed, as is arbitrarily aſcribed ro him 
by over-bold, and adventurous Intruders 
into the deep and moſt profound "_ 
0 
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of the divine Nature, ſuch as can never 
be proved to belong to him, or to be 
| any real PerfeCtion, ſuch as would prove 


an imperfection, and a blemiſh, would 


{ render the divine Nature leſs intelligible, 


more impoſſible to be ſo far conceived 


{ as is requiſite, as would diſcompoſe and 
{ diſturb our Minds, confound our Con- 
| ceptions, make our apprehenſion of his 
| other known Pertections leſs diſtin& or 
| inconſiſtent, render him leſs adorable, or 
| leſs an Obje&t of Religion, or ſuch as is ma- 
| nifeſtly unreconcileable with his plain 
| affirmations concerning himſelf, we 
! ought not to impoſe it upon our lelyes, 
| or be {o far impos'd upon, as to aſcribe 


{ rohim ſuch ſumplicity. 


It would be an over-officious and too 


| meanly ſervile Religiouſnels tro be aw'd 
by the Sophiſtry of preſumptuous Scho- 
{ laſtick Wits, into a Subſcription to their 
| confident determinations concerning the 
| Being of God, that ſuch and ſuch things 
| are neceſſary or impoſſible thereto, beyond 


what the plain undiſguiſed reaſon of 
on. | things, 
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things, or his own expreſs Word do 
evince. To imagine a Sacrednels in | 
their raſh Concluſions, ſo as to be afraid | 
of {earching into them, or of examining || y 
whether they have any firm and ſolid | y 
ground or bottom. Toallow the Schools Þ 01 
the making of our Bible, or the form- |} it 
ing of our Creed, who licenſe (and even |} ft 
ſport) themſelves ro Philoſophize upon |} h 
the Nature of. God with as petulant, | D 
and irreverent a Liberty, as they would |} th 
upon a Worm, or any the meaneſt In- |} tþ 
ſet, while yer they can pronounce |} di 
little with cercainty even concerning that, |} b 
hath nothing in it either of the Chriſtian |} lu 
or the Man. Ir will become as well as con- | th 
cern us, to diſencumber our Minds, and | in 
releale them from the entanglements | 
of their unproved difates; whatſoever | ap 
authoriry they may have acquired, || lu 
only by having been long, and com- |} be 
monly, taken for granted. The more | un 
reverence we have of God, the leſs || ip 
we are to have for ſuch men, as have 
chernſelves expreſfled little. 


III, Such 


the Trinity in the Godhead, x3. 
HL Such as have thought themſelves 


| obliged by the plain Word of God to 
| acknowledge a Trmity in the God-bead, 
| viz, of Father, Son, and H. Ghoſt, but 
| withall ro diminiſh the diſtinftion of the | 
© one from the other, ſo as even to make 
. Þ it next to nothing, by reaſon of the 
© ftrairs into which unexamined Maxims 
have caſt their Minds, gconcerning the 
; Dine Simplicity ; have l. 

l that to be abſolute or omnimodous. For 
. | the allowing of three ſomewhats in the 
| divine nature (and what les could haye 
| been ſaid ? ) cannot conſiſt with abſo- 
U lute Simplicity in all reſpe&s, inaſmuch as 
| they cannor be three without differing, 
| in ſome refpeft, from one another. 


t not thought 


Since therefore there is a neceſſity 


| apprehended of acknowledging three 
| ſuch ſomewbats in the Godhead, both 

- | becauſe the Word of God ( who beft 
| underſtands his own Nature ) doth 
| ſpeak of three in it fo plainly, char 


without notorious violence, it cannot 


| be underſtood otherwiſe, and becauſe 


i 
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it affirms ſome chings of one or other | 
of them, which it affirms not of the | 
reſt; it will therefore be neceſſary to ad- | 
mit a true diſtin&ion between them, other: | ; Ls 
wiſe they cannot be three, and ſafe to c 
to ſay thereis ſo much, as is requiſite to | i 
found the diſtin&t affirmations, which we : | 
find in Gods word, concerning this or |! 1 
that, apart fro the other ; otherwile | 
we ſhall, in eff&&, deny what God af-| 
firms; and modeſt to confels that how |! »n, 
great the diſtinction is, with preciſe and | 
particular limiration, we do not know nor | or 
dare be curious to determine or enquire : | Pe 
only that as it cannot be leſs, than | | Or 
{ufficient to ſuſtain diſtin&t predicates | 1 
or attributions ; ſo it cannot be ſo great, þ F 
as to jntrench upon the Unity of the God-þ 
head. Which limits, on. the one hand, Fr 
and the other, God hath himſelf plainly þ ' dil 
{et us. [cle 
IV. Therefore ſince we may offend | 
very highly by an arragant pretence | ſai 
to the knowledge we have not, but} Pri 
ſhall not effend by confeſſing the ig-| the 


norance 


| N 


| if 
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er | norance which we cannot (and there- 
| fore need not) remedy. We ſhould 

| | abſtain from confident Concluſions in 

r- | the dark, and ar random, eſpecially 

to | concerning the Nature of God ; and for 

to | inſtance from laying, we clearly ſee a ſuſ- 


ve | ficient diſtinftion of Father, Son, and Spirt, 
or | in the Godhead cannot be, or is impoſſible. 
ſe It expreſſes roo little Reverence of 


f. | | God, as if his being had any, or fo 
w | narrow, limits as to be preſently ſeen 
id | | chorough; an over-magnitying Opini- 
= on of our (elves, as if our Eye could 
e:| Large that vaſt and lacred darkneſs, 
is | or the glorious light ( equally imper- 
es | vious to us) want God dwells; too 
at, | great rudenels to the reſt of Men, more 
4 þ | than implicitly repreſenting all Man- 
d, Þ kind beſides as ſtark blind, who can 
ly | | diſcern nothing of what we pretend 
: clearly to ſee. 

nd} And jc is manifeſt this cannot be 
ce | ſaid to be impoſſible, upon any other 

tÞ Pretence, but that ir conſiſts not with 
| | the Unity of the Godhead, in oppoſition 
ce} © B ro. 


© 
— 
LE 
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to the multiplication thereof, or with | 
that ſimplicity, which ſtands in oppoſiti- 
on to the concurrence of all Perfecti-f 
ons therein, with diſtin&tion greater | Z 
than hath been commonly thought to TP 
belong to the Divine Natnre. For tf © 
former” we are at a certainty : But fork. ' 
the latter how do we know what che 
Origial, Natural State of the Divur BeF ty 
ing is, in this reſpe& ? or what ſumplicity 
belongs to ir? or what it may con-| 01 
rain or comprehend 1n ir, conf: ſtently with 
the Unity thereof ; or ſo, bur that ic may ; 
fill be bus one Divine Bun ? W V har ". 
ſtin&ion, and unity ( conierve tx -erhe Y 


+ 
4A 


F 
] 
( 


w 
we can have, otherwiſe, an Idea ot, wx ich-P- th 
out any apprehended cif; ſtency, ju ou 
dity or contraditiion, we ſhall rathly prof} m 
nounce to be impoſſible ( or fomewhaſ} w! 
imperfettty reſembled thereby ) in hÞ} N, 
Divine Being, unleſs we underitood it or 
better than we do. Some prints and Us 
charatters of that moſt perfect Being mayfj ms 
be apprehended in the creatures, eſpeciy all 
ally thar are intelligent; ſuch being ex} 


prelh] 
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preſly ſaid ro have been made in the 
Image of God. And if here. we find 
Oneneſs, with diſtm&ion, meeting toge- 
cher in the lame created mtelligent beme, 
this may aſlilt our Underitandings Tel 
conceiving what :s poſſeble to be (in much 
{ higher Pertection) tho nor to the con- 
» cluding what certamly is, in the micrea- 


; ted 


* V. Waving the many artificial Uni- 
-| ons of diſtinct things, that united, and 
- continuing dittinct, make one thing, un- 
” der one Name, I {hall only conſider 
i} what is natural, and give inſtince i" 
| what is neareſt us, our very ſelves ; tho 
h-Þ- the truch is, we know to ktrtle of our 
u-F own Nature, that it is a itrange 2fn- 
of ming when we conadently determine 
uf what 1s 1mpoſiible to be in the dive 
he} Nature, befides what he hath told us, 
i or made our own Faculties plainly cel) 
nd us is ſo; (and what he hath made any 
aj} mans Facuſties to tell him, he hath made 
3 all mens hat can uſe them.) = 

2x} Bur {o much we maniteſtly find in 
{ljl B 2 - ar 
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our ſelves, that we have three Nature: | 


in us very ſufficiently diſtinguiſhable, 


and that are intimately united, the ve | 
getative, ſenſitive, and the intelleftive. So | 

that notwithſtanding their manifeſt di-| * 
ſtinftion, no one {cruples when they | 


are united, to call the whole the hu-| 
mane nature. Or if any make a difh-| | 
culty, or would raiſe a Diſpute . about |: F 
the diſtinction of thele three Natures | 
I for the preſent content my felt with} 
what is more obvious, not doubting wo] 
reach my mark by degrees, v1. that 
we are made up of a mind, and a bod),| 
ſomewhat that can think, and ſome at that? 
cannot ; ſufficiently diſtin&, yer ſo wnited, | 
that not only every one ( without heli | 
ration ) calls that thing made up of them} 
one man ; but allo every one that conli-f 
ders deeply, will be tranſported with | p 
wonder by what more-than-magicalÞ 
knot or tye, two things fo little a-kin,Þ 
ſhould be ſo held rogether, that tel Gl 
one that hath the power of will and} 
choice cannot lever it ſelf, and return} «. 
into 
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{ into the ſame union with the other a 
'F pleaſure. Bur, | 
EF VL Since we find this is a thing 
. | affually done, the making up of two 
[ things of ſo different Natures into one 
p thi, that puts the matter out of doubt 
* thar this was a thing poſſeble to be done, 
| twas whar God could do, for he bath 
” done 4t, And it that were poſlible to 
> him, to unite two things of ſo very 
| different natures into one thing ; let any 
> colourable realon be afligned me why 
| it ſhould not be as poſſible co him, 
| to unite two things of a like nature. 1. e. 
.1þ If it were pollible ro him to unite a 
\@Þ ſpirit and @ body, why is it lels poſits 
| to him to have united two ſpirits? And 
| fhen | further enquire, If it were poſſible 
} to him to unite two, would ir not be as 
1 { polsible ro unite three? Let Reaſon 
| here be put upon its utmoſt ſtretch, 
| and tell me whar in all this is lels poſ- 
| ſible than what we ſee is actually 
| done! Will any man ſay two or three 
| ſpirits united, being of the ſame na- 
B 3 rure, 


20 A Calm Dnſcourſe of 

rure, will mingle, be confounded, run | 
into one another, and lote their di- Þ# « 
{tinetion ? 1 ask, ſuppoſing them tof# | 
pre-exiſt apart, antecedently ro their Uni- |) 
on ; are they not now diſtinguiſhed by | 2 
their own individual efferces, ler them be 

er much united as our Souls and Bo-} 
dies are, why ſhould they not as much 
remain diſtinct by their ſingwar eſſences '| 
There is no more hazard of their loſing 
their diſtinction, by the ſimilitude of thenf 
natures, than of our Soul and Body's: 

trranſmuting one another by their WH 

militude. 

I know not but the dictates of 6b 
vogned an Author with many in thiþ 
Age, as Spinoſa, may 1 ſ1gnifie ſomewha U 
with ſome into whole hands this mayſj e: 
fall; who (with deſign bad enough) - 
ſays, that, from whence one might col-# 
le&t the remaining diftinction of twoſ F 
things of the ſame nature in ſuch af # 
ſuppoſed uniom, were the more eaſily con-f of 
ceivable of the two, 1.e, than of twoſj M 
things of differenc natures. For in hi} as 


Por 
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the Trinity in the Godhead, St 
-un | | Poſthumous Ethicks, de Deo, He lays this 
di- | down 1n Explication of his ſecond De- 

0 | { finition, | Cogitatto alta cooitatione terminas 
ni-þ & tur, At corpus non termmatur cortatione, 
by | nec cogttatio corpore. | Some may 7 regard 
de him in this, and it would do our bu- 
o- | finels. For my part, I care not to be 
al | lo much beholden ro him; Tort Ts would, 


_ 


, Y his meaning, Burl fon not bur two con= 
” generous natures are equally capable of 
ys being united, recaining their diftin&ti- 
io on, as tw? of a 47 /F-rent kind, and that 
| fufficiencly lervcs the preſent purpoſe, 
| v However, let any manrtell me, why 
thi it ſhonld be impoſſible ro God fo to 
haſ unite three ſpirits, as by his own pow 
nay er to fix their limits allo, and by a 
| prrpetual Law inwrought into their di- 
col-f| ſtin&t beings ro keep them diſtin&, ſo 
-wolt that they ſhall remain everlaſtingly 
h aff mated, but not identifyed ; and by vertne 
| of that union,' be ſome one thing ( which 
| moſt, yet, want a name) as much, and 
| as cruly, as our Soul and Body united 
B 4 do 
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do conſtitute one man. Nor is it nowÞ n 
the queſtion, whether ſuch an union i 
would be convenient or inconvenient { 
apt or inept 3 ; bur all the queſtion i 
whether it be poſſible or impoſſible ; which 
is as much'as we are concerned in atÞ | 
this time. | 4 

But you will ſay, ſuppoſe it be pol-|; { 
ſible, ro whar purpoſe is all this? How! t 
remote is it from the ſuppoſed Trini-7 1 
ty in the Godhead ? You will fee toff 
what purpole it is by and by. [ there-} 
fore adde, 7 

VII. Thar if ſuch an Union of three} 
things ( whether of like, or of different 
Natures ) ſo as that they ſhall be truly} 
one thing, and yet remain diſtinct, tho' 
united, can be &ffefted, ( as one mayf 
with certainty pronounce, there is no- 
thing more impoſſible, or unconceiv-ſ 
able in it, than we find is actuallyf 
done ) then it is not intrinſecally impoſſible, Þ 
or objectively ; it is not impoſſible mit ſe lf. 
No power can effect what is fi imply, and | 
in it "a impoſſible, There 1s therefore | 
no 
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| no contradiction, no repugnancie, or 
| inconſiftencie, as to the thing, nor con- 
| ſequently any ſhadow of ablurdiry in 
n | the conception: hereof. Whereupon, 

* VIIE ſuch an wwon with ſuch diſtiniion 
1 at} be not impoſſible #2 it Jelf, ſo that by 
| a competent power itis ſufficiently pol- 
© fible to be ettected, or made; we are 
= to conſider whether it will appear more 
-* impoſſible, or whether I thall have a 
* conception in my own mind any thing 
- more incongruous if I conceive ſuch an 
| union (with {uch diſtinction ) unmade, 
, or that is original and eternal, in an mt- 
made, or uncreated being. For we are 
© firſt to conſider the thing in it ſelf, ab- 
| ſtractly from made or unmade, created or 
ay þ uncreated being. And if it pals clear 
10-Þ of contradiction or abſudity, in its . abs 
iv-| ſtrat} notion, we are lo far lafe, and are 
ly # not liable to be charged as having the 
le, | conceptien in our minds of an impol- 
}, | ible, abſur'd, or ſelf-repugnant thing. 
} So that clamour afid .cry of the Adver- 
| fary muſt ceaſe, or be it ſelf —_ 
al 
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_ 
>] 
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and without pretence. "This now ſup: 


poſed Union with fuch diſtinHon, mult iff 
it be judg'd impoſſible, as ir is in our Þ 
thoughts introduc'd into unmade being, | 
can no longer be judg'd impoſlible, Þ 
as it is an Umion of dittint things, but | 
only as it is wmade, or 1s luppoled to | 


have place in the unmade eternal Pemg, 


IX. This is that then we have tur- | 
ther to confider, whether, ſuppoſing it | 
poſſible that three ſpiritual beings might | 
as well be made or created in a Srate I 
of ſo near Union with continuing diſtin- | 
fin, as to admit of becoming one ſpt- ; 
ritual being, to be called by fome fit þ 
name ( which might eaſily be found out, F 


O 


it the thmg were produc d ) as that a | 
ſpiritual being, and a corporeal being may | 
be made or created in a ſtate of o | 
near union with continuing, diſtinction, as to | 


become one /piritual- corporeal being, call- 


ed by the Name of Man; I ſay, whe- | 
ther ſuppoſing the former of theſe to be | 
as poſfible to be doffe, or created, as | 
the / poem which we fee done already; | 


we 
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| we may not as well ſuppoſe fomewhat 
like it, but infinitely more perfect to be 
| original, and eternal in the uncreated Bee 
- ing? If the firſt be poſſible, the next 


* actual, what pretence is there to think 


the laſt impoſſible 
X. I might add, as that which may 


' beexpeRed to be ſignificant with fuch 
* as do ferioufly believe the Doctrines | 


both of the Incarnation, and the Trmity 
( tho' I know it will fignifie nothing 
with them, who with equal contempt 
reject both ) that the wnon of the two 
Natures, the humane ( made up of an 
humane Body and an humane Soul, which 
are two exceedingly different Natures ) 
with the divine ( which is a third and 
infinitely more different from both the 
other ) in one Per/on, viz. of the Son 
of God, cannot certainly appear to any 
conlidering Perion more conceivable or 
poſsible, than that which we now ſfwp- 
poſe ( but. afſert not) of three diftingt 
Eſſences united in” the One Godhead, up- 
on any: account, buc this only, that this 

| Is 


26 A Calm Diſcourſe of 


is ſuppoſed to be an unmade, eternal uni- | 


on, the other made and temporal ; which | 
renders not the one leſs conceivable than | 
the other, as it is union, but only as in þ 
the ſeveral terms of this union it is ſup- | 


poled eternally to have place in the | 
Being of God ; whereas that other union, | 
in reſpe&t of one of its terms is ac- | 
knowledg'd de novo to have place | 


there. 
In ſhort, here is a ſpiritual created 


being, an humane Soul ( ſetting aſide for | 
the preſent the conſideration of the hu: | 


mane body, which united therewith 
made up the Man, Chriſt ) confeſled to 
be in hypoſtatical union with the wr 
created ſpiritual being of God, not as that 


being is in the Perſon of the Father, | 


OS 


nor as in the Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt, 


for then they ſhould have become Man | 


too; bur as it was in the Perſon of the | 
Son only ; why ſhall it be thought leſs | 
poſsible that three uncreated ſpiritual be- | 
ings may be in ſo near an union with | 
eaci: other as to be one God, as that a | 


created 
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the Trinity in the Godhead, 27 


| created Spirit (and Body too ) ſhould 
| be in ſo near union with one of the Pers 


ſons in the Godhead only, as therewith 


| to be one Perſon ? will it not hereby be 
| much more eaſily apprehenſible how 
” one of the Perſons ( as the common wa 


of ſpeaking is) ſhould be incarnate, and 


” not the other two ? Will not the Noti- 


on of Perſon it jelf be much more un- 


, exceptionable, when it ſhall be ſup- 
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poſed ro have its own individual Nature ? 
And why is a natural, eternal union of 
uncreated Natures ( With continuing diſtin- 
Gon, or Without confuſion) ſufficient un- 
to the Unity of the Godhead, leſs ſup- 
polable, than a temporal contrafted union 
with created Natures ( without confu- 
ſton too) that ſhall be ſufficient to the 
Unity of a Perſon * will it be any thing 
more contrary to ſuch ſrmplicity of the 


' Divine Nature as # neceſſarily to be aſcri- 


| bed thereto? or will it be Tritheiſm, and 
| inconſiſtent with the acknowledged in- 
| Violable Hnity of the Godhead ? 


Xl. Thar 
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XI. That we may proceed to ſpeak | 
to both, ler theſe things be con(ider'd 
with (eriouſneſs and ſobriery of mind, F 
as to our ſelves; with all polsible reve | 
rence towards the bleſſed God, and with | 
juſt candour and equanimiry towards other Þ » 
Men, And firſt we muſt leave ir toþ; « 
any ones furure repreſentation ( not be-} r 
ing hitherto able ro diſcern any thing) t 
what there is in all this that 1s here , 
ſuppoſed any way repugnant to ſuch| 1 
ſimplicity, as God any where claims to| | 
his own being, or that plain reaſon will. t 
conſtrain us to aſcribe ro him, or that| 
is really in it ſelf any Perfeftion. We are| 
ſure God hath not by his Word taught | 


r 

F 

© 

us to aſcribe ro him univerſal abſolute | \ 
c 

c 

t 

| 
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. ſimplicity; or ſuggeſted to us any fuch | 
Notices as directly and evidently inter f 
it to belong ro him. Nor hath ſcem'dÞ 
at all intent upon cautioning of us left 
we ſhould not aſcribe it. The word 
we find not among his Attributes men-}} © 
tioned in the Holy Scriptures, The thing, | 
ſo far as it ſignifies any general per- | 

; fection | 
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ak Þ fetion, we are {ure belongs to him; 
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bur the Scriptures are not Written with 
viſible delign to obviate kny danger 
of- our milconceiving his Nature, by not 
apprehending it ro be in every reſpect 
moſt abſolutely ſimple. It doth reach us 
to conceive of him as moſt powerful, 


. moſt wiſe, moſt gracious; and doth not 


teach us to conceive all thele in the 


' abſtract, viz. Power, Wiſdom and Goods 


neſs.ro be the ſame thiug. Yet we eafſi- 
ly apprehend by reflecting upon our ſelves, 
that, without multiplying the ſubject, thele 
may all ret{ide rogether in the ſame man. 
Bur our difficulty 1s greater to conceive 
what 1s commonly taught, that theſe, 
withour real diſtinction, or with formal 
only ( as contradiſtinguiſhed ro the 
difterence of thing from thing ) are in 
the abſtract affirmable of God, that 
he is Power, Wiſdom, Goodneſs. That 
to his Being belongs ſo abſolute ſumpli- 


.| city, that we muſt not look upon theſe 
as things really diſtinguiſhable, there, 


from one another, but as different con- 
ceptions 


Zo . A Calm Diſcourſe of 
ceptions of the ſame thing. We muſt 
conceive of things as we can, not a 
we cannot y and are only concern'd tof 
take heed of unreveal 'd, and undemon-f 

ſtrable, and peremprory conceptions | 
concerning that glorious moſt incom: 
prehenſible and ever-bleſſed Being ; to, 

beware of too curious prying into the! 
Nature of God ( when it vvas ſo Penal} 
to look unduly into, or even to rouch! 

that only-hallovved Symbol of his Pre-: 

fence, his Ark!) bead what he hath: 

reveal'd expreſly, or we can moſt clear-| 
ly, by generally received light, ap-| 
prehend. When we knovy there i} 
a Knovyviledge of him ſo reſerved} 
from us, vvhereof our Minds are fo} C 
little receptive, that it ſeemed all one,} P 
vyhether he rold us, he did dyvell if !! 
thick darkneſs, or in inacceſſuble light. "Twill 1! 
be a reproach to us, if we ſhall need} *! 
tro be taught reverence of him by Pa: t 
gans; or that ſuch a document ſhould} 0 
need to be given us for our Admoni-|/ Þ 
tion, as that very ancient Inſcription in} | p: 
one} 


! 
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the Trinity in the Godhead, 3x 
| one of their "Temples imported, I am 
| whatſoever was, is, or ſhall be, and who 
'toÞ i he that ſhall draw aſide my Vall ? 

on-) XIE If we ſhould ſuppoſe three ſpi- 
ons ritual neceſſary beings, the one whereof 
m-{ were -meer Power ( or furious might ) 
to\. deſtirure of either wiſdom, or goodneſs ; 

the; another meer wiſdom (or craft rather ) 
na; deſtiture of either goodneſs or power ; a 
ach! third meer goodneſs ( or fond and fruit- 
Ire. leſs kindneſs) deſticure of either power 
ach} or Wiſdom, exiſting {eparately and apart 
-ar-t from-each other. This triple conception 
ap-þ would overthrow it ſelf, and muſt cer- 
- bf ainly allow little eaſe to any conſider- 
ved} ing mind. Nor could any of theſe be 
. ſo}: God, But if we conceive eflential 
ne,} power , wiſdom, and goodneſs concurring 
1 þ in one /piritual neceſſarily exiſtent Being, 
will} in which are each of theſe, not only, by 
eed} the xa, uſually acknowledged in 
Pu the three Perſons, totally permeating 
ld} one another (which ſignifying but meer 
ni-}| Preſence, as we may exprels it, is in com- 
inf | pariſon, a ſmall thing) but really and vi- 
one| tally; . ol 
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tally united, by ſo much a nearer, and mire Þ | 
perfef union than hath ever come under | 
our notice among created beings, of þ 
partly corporeal, partly incorporeal na-F 


| 

| | 

| 

| | 

tures, by how much beings of pureſt | 'Þ 
t 

/ 


Sprituality may be apter to the moſt in-| 
timate union, than when one is quite | 
of a different nature from the other, and! n 
as whatſoever union is ſupoſeable to be, |: 
originally, eternally, and by natural neceſſi.? 
ty, in the moſt perfett being, may be/ a 
thought inexpreſſibly more perfect than} in 
any other. And if, hereupon, we fur-| 
cher conceive the mot enti e, perpetual | 
everlaſting intercourſe and communion off! 
theſe three, ſo originally united, cha} tin 
what is conceivable of perfeRtion, or} ta 
excellency in any one of theſe, is as muchþ * fin 
the others, for whatſoever exerciſes af! wi 
operations, as his own; | cannot appre| 

hend what there is of repugnancy, conf; ' fer 
tradiction, or abſurdity in this ſuppoſition; |} 
nor any thing that, by any meaſureſ}in 
be hath given us to govern our concep|iof 
tions of him, appears unbecoming, afjany 
uſy 
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| unwercthy of God, There is, 'tis true, 
r þ) leſs Simplicity, but more perfection aſcribed 
| hereby ro the divine Being, intirely con- 
E ſidered; and more intelligibly, than if 
| you go about to impoſe upon your ſelf 
in-© the notion of moſt abſolute omnimodogs 
- fanplicity therein. There would be yer 
” more abſolute ſimplicity aſcribed unto 
| an eternal Being, if you {hould conceive 
[© in it meer power excluſive of wiſdom, 
be: and goodneſs — and oof the reſt; bur 
1an| infinitely leſs perfection. And, if that 
| would avail any thing, I could eaſily 
! produce more School-men, than one, of 
© no {mall note, concurring in this ſen- 
ha timent that [* ſimplicitas, ſi ſumatur in ts 
of; ta ſua amplitudine, non dicit perfectionem 
achÞ: ſimpliciter. | But I count it not worth 
of me while. | 
Xe XL And let it be here again ob- 
con; ſerved, I {peak not of this, as any cer- 
on;[{tain determination, that thus things are 
ref] the Deity ; but as a poſſible ſuppoſition 
:ep|yof whar, y + eught we know, may be. It 
 offany ay this gives us the Notion of a 
uſy | C 2 com® 
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compounded Deity, or of a _compolitionuſ 
ic ; I only ſay the term, compoſitinſ 
ſeems to imply a pre-exiſting componenÞ 
that brings luch things together, and 
ſuppaſes ſuch and ſuch more ſimpl 
thngs to have pre-exiſted apart or { 
parate, and to be brought afterward; 
' together into an wnited ſtate. Whereup! 
on | peremptorily deny any Compol: 
tion in the Being of God. And let anj 
man from what hath been hitherto ſaid! 
or ſuppoſed, inferr it, if he can. Imagin: 
this of the Godhead, and you ſhall, w; 
acknowledge, conceive moſt uneruh : 
moſt unworthily, moſt injuriouſly ol: 
God; and what is moſt abſolutely in} 
poſſible to agree to the Divine Beny| 
And for this Reaſon only, that | knov| - 

ws | (ln 
of, that carries any ſhadow of Import 
ance . in it, many have been ſo ap 
without che. leaſt warrant from any | 
velation God hath given of himſelf, uþ | 
aſcribe to him an unintelligible fi imp 
city ; apprehending they muſt othetp 
wiſe admit a compoſition m his moſt bh 
cred 
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| cred Eſſence, i. e. the purring of things 
jy gerber that were leparate, to make 
{ itup; which muſt ſuppole it a new 
nol * poduttion, that once was not, and from 
; Fl ” an imperfef# ſtate by the Coalition of 
ardl things once levered, to have .arrived 
- to the perfeflion we alcaibe to the D1- 
Ml. vine Bemg ; which fort of being: can- 
|, not, without the moſt abſurd and blaſ 
; | phenious contradiction, ever admit to 
| os called God. But if we- ſuppole moſt 
Me ke eſſential, Power, Wiſdom, Love, by 
| original, eternal, and moſt natural neceſſ1- 
; ty to have co-exiſted: in thet beins molt 
I | intimately united, tho' diſtintt ; char ſeem- 
. | ingly important reaſon, will appear but 
: 4 ſhadow, and accordingly vaniſh as 


nol 

onf ue. 

ap * And indeed this is no more than 
) 


| what, in effeft, ſuch as diſcourſe upon 
: this Subj et do commonly {ay ( tho 
"ol | perhaps F may leſs conſider the duFure 
| and ſequel of their own profeſled Senti- 
' ments ) when they ſpeak of the ncom- 


x prehenſubleneſs of God's " Ain, and how 


3 uTt- 


her 
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impoſhible it is a finite mind ſhould form þ 


or receive a full and complear Idea of Þ 


ir; or when they therefore ſay, thaſf 
any conceptions we can have of the Wiſ|: * 


dom, Goodneſs, or any other Attribute of | 
the Divine Being, are ſtill but madequat} 
conceptions ; whereby they muſt mean,| 
when we conſider for inſtance the Wi | 
dow of God that we not only fall ink} 
nitely ſhort of conceiving all that be-| 
longs to the Divine Being, in that kind, but 
that there is alſo infinitely more belong: | 
ing thereto, in other kinds, than it »| 
pokible that conception can contain a 
exprels. And when we have the con| 
ception in our minds of the Divine W-| 


dom, do we not. apprehend chere 1s © 


ally ſomewhat elſe in the Divine Be 


ing, whereof that term hath no ſignif: 


cation ? or will we ſay his Wiſdom and| 


his Power are really the ſame thing ? (al 


they mult either be the ſame, or div [1 


things :) If we lay they are the ſame, we 


' yyhall 


mult, I doubt, confeſs our ſelves to fi : 


what we do not underſtand, eſpecially : 
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rm ; when, in the abſtrat, we affirm them 
of of one another, and of God ; and accor- 
hat dingly lay that Wiſdom is Power, and 
Wig * Power is Wiſdom, and the one of theſe 


Ta 
5 
: 


- of is God, and the other, God. I know a 
wat; formal diſtinftion is commonly admitted, 
| 4.6, that the conception of the one is not 
Wis included in the conception of the other. 
16.1 But are theſe different conceptions true 
be}. or falſe ? If falſe, why are they admit- 
butt ted? if true, there muſt be ſomewhar 
in the Nature of the thing correſponding 
| to them. But if we lay they are d-- 
| fin, but moſt intimately, and eternally 
| united in the Divine Being, by a neceſſary, 
will natural Union, or that it is not impoſsi- 
| ble ſo to be, what we lay will, I think, 
Be, 4g7ee with it ſelf, and not diſagree with 
ik.| any other conception we are obliged to 
i} have concerning the bleſſed God. 
(uf {n the mean time, I profeſs not to 
wn. Judge, we are under the preciſe Notions 
' of Power, Wiſdom and Goodneſs, to con- 
; ccive of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; 
| nor that the Notions we have of thoſe, 
; C 4 or 
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or any other divine Perfections, do exadtf 
ly correſpond to vvhat, #* God, 1s tignif 


fy'd by theſe Names ; but 1 reckon, chaff 
vvhat relief and eaſe 1s given our mind 
by their being diſentangled from anyf 
apprehended neceſſity of thinking thele} 
ro be the very ſame things, may facili 
rate to us our apprehending the Father | 
Son, and Spirit to be ſufficiently diſtins, 
for our affirming, or underſtanding the af-| 
firmation, of ſome things, concerning] 
ſome one, without including the other| 


of than. 


XIV. But ſome perhaps wall fay, 


while we thus amplify the diftinCtion 


of theſe glorious three, we ſhall ſeem to} 
have too friendly a look towards, ot| 


{hall ſay in effect, what Dr. Sherlo| 


is lo highly blkms'd for ſaying, and 


make three Gods. I anſwer, that it| 
with fincere minds we enquire after 


truth, for its own ſake, we ſhall littleF 
regard the friendſhip or enmity, ho- 
naur or diſhonour of this or that man. |: 
If this were indeed ſo; doth what wa| 
true þ 


| { 
þ 
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true become falſe, becauſe ſuch a man 
hath ſaid it 2 Bur it is remote from be- 
tha} ing ſo. There is no more, here poſi- 
ind} tively aſſerted chan generally ſo much 
anyÞ diſtinction berweeen the Father, Son, 
heleÞ and Spirit, as 1s in it elf neceſſary ro 
| the founding the diſtinct attributions, 
| which in the Scriptures are ſeverally 
mf given thera | that when the word or 
aff wiſdom was ſaid to be with God ( un- 
ing” derftanding it, as the caſe requires with 
ther God the Father) 1n the creation of all 
| things, we may not think nothing more 
' is faid than that he was with himſelf 
ion} thar when the Word is ſaid to be made 
to} fleſh, "tis equally ſaid the Father was 
or} made fleſh, or the Holy Ghoſt ; that when 
lock} the Holy Ghoſt is ſaid to have proceeded 
nd} from, ar have been ſent by the *Fa- 
itf ther, or the Son, he is ſaid to have pro- 
ter] ceeded from himſelf, or have ſent him- 
tleF ſelf. ] Bur, in the mean time this is 
10-F offered without determining preciſely, 
| how grear diſtinction is neceſlary to this 
| purpoſe. Ir is not here poſitively faid 
® thele 
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theſe three are three diſtin& ſubſtances, thre | 
mfinite minds or ſpirits We again and} 
again inſiſt, and inculcate, how be-| 
coming, and neceſlary it is to abſtain 
from over-bold enquiries, or poſitive| 
determinations concerning the limits, or| 


the extent of this diſtin&tion, beyond 


what the Scriptures have, in general, | 
made neceflary to the mentioned pur-| 


pole ; that we -may not thiow our 


ſelves into guilt, nor caſt our minds in-| 


to unneceſlary ſtraits, by affirming this 


or that to be neceſſary, or impoſſible in| 


theſe matters. 


XV. The caſe is only thus, that ſince | 


we are plainly led ky the expreſs reve- 


lation God hath made of himſelf to us it |: 
his Word, to admit a trinal conception of | 
him, or to conceive this threefold diſtiv | 
fon in his Being, of Father, Son, and| 
Spirit; {ſince we have ſo much to] 
greaten that diſtinction, divers things | 
being ſaid of each of theſe, that mult | 
not -be underſtood of either of the other; | 
fince we have nothing to limit it on | 


the | 
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| the other hand, but the Unity of the 
| Godhead, which we are ſure can be but 


One, both from the plain Word of 


| God, and the nature of the thing it 
' ſelf; fince we are aſſured both theſe 

may conliſt, viz. this Tranty, and this 
| Hnity, by being told there are 


three ——— and theſe three * ”_— 


| (4. e. plainly, continuing three) are @ , 
; one thing; which one thing, can mean 


10-| nothing elſe but Godhead; as is alfo 


faid concerning two of them, elſewhere, 


Oo 


| «there being no occaſion, then, to men- 
' tion the third) 1 and my Father 


On, I9, 


are one thing. We are hereupon 
pmavoidably put upon it to caſt in our 


' own minds (and are concerned to do 


it with the moſt religious reverence and 


| profoundeſt humility) what ſort of 
| thing this moſt ſacred Godhead may 
| be, unto which this Onenels is aſcribed, 
| with threefold diftinflion. And manifeſt- 


ly finding there are in the Creation 


| made Hnioro, with ſnfficient remaining 
| *4ftmdhion, particuladly in our ſelves, 


that 
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that vve are a ſoul and a body (thing | 
of ſo very different natures) that often | 
the Soul is called the Man, ( not exclu-} 
ding the Body) and the body, or ow| 
fleſh called the Man (not excluding Þ 
the Soul ) we are plainly led to ap- 
prehend thar it is rather more ealflly| 
poſſible there might be two Spirits (o 
much more agreeing in nature) fo uni- 
ted, as to be one thing, and yet conti-| 
nuing diſtinct ; and if two, there might} 
as well be three, it the Creator plea- 
ſed.” And hence are led further to ap-| 
prehend, that it ſuch a made Union, | 
with continuing diſtinfion be poſhble 
created being, it is for ought we know, | 
not impolsible in the uncreated ; that | 
there may be ſuch an eternal unmade | 
union, with continuing diſtinftion. And all 
this being only repreſented as poſſible to 
be thus, without concluding that thrs it 
certainly is ; ſufficiently. ſerves our purpole, | 
that no pretence might remain of exclu- | 
ding the eternal Word ; and the eternal Spi- | 
rt, the Godhead, as if a Trinity therein 
$407 were | 


es ws 3-4 ” 
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| were contradictions and impoſſible, repugnant 
| to reaſon, and common ſenſe. Where novy 
- is the coincidency ? 


XVI. Nor is there, hereupon, fo 
reat a remaining difficulty ro falve 
the Unity of the Godhead ; when the ſup- 


polition is taken in, of the natural, eters 


| ml, neceſſary Union of thele three that 


Rona 


hath been mentioned. 


And it ſhall be conſidered, that the 


* Godhead is not ſuppoſed more neceſla- 


rily to exiſt, than theſe three are to c0- 
exiſt in the neareſt and moſt intimate 
union with each other therein. That 
Spiritual Bemg which exiſts neceſſarily, 
and is every way abſolutely perfect, 
whether it conſiſt of three m one, or of 
only one, is God. We could never have 
known, 'tis true, that there are ſuch 
three coexiſting in this one God, it he 
himſelf had nottold us. What _ 
Man knoweth the things of a Man, mr: 
but the Spirit of a Man that is in him * even 


| fo the things of God none knoweth but the 
Spirit of God. 


In telling us this he hath 
| told 
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cold us no impoſſible, no unconceiv. 
able thing. Ir is abſurd, and very ir-f 
religious preſumption to {ay this cam 
be. If a Worm were o far capable off 
thought, as to determine this or that con-| 
cerning ow Nature ; and that ſuch af 
thing were impoſſible to belong to i,| 
which we find to be in it, we ſhould] 
trample upon it! More admirable Di-| 


vine Patience ſpares us! He hath onl 


ter us know that this is the State of by| 


Eſſence ( whereof we ſhould have been 


otherwiſe ignorant.) This is its con-| 
ſdatution, (q.d. ita ſe habet comparatam)| 
thus it is #n, and of « ſelf, that there are| 
three in it to be conceived, under the | 


diftin&t Notions of Father, Son and S$p- 


1it, without telling us expreſly how far | 
they are diſtinct, in terms of 4rt, or in| 


Scholaſtick Forms of Speech. Burt he con- 
ſidered us as Men, reaſonable Creatures; 
and that -when he tells us there are 


three exiſting #n his being, of each of | 
"which fome things are ſaid, that muſt | 
'mot be underſtood ſpoken of *the | 


other | 


: 
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eiv-P other, and yet that there is but one 
'it-F God, We are not uncapable of un- 


nngt 


0n- 
1 4 
It 
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Di 


' derſtanding, that theſe three muſt agree 


e off jz Godhead ; and yet that they muſt be 


| fufficiently diſtin, unto this purpoſe, that 
"we may diſtinfily conceive of, apply 
| our ſelves to, and expect from, the one 
| and the other of them. And the frame 
of our Religion is therefore ordered for 
us accordingly, i. e. for #s to whom he 


5| hath revealed ſo much. Others, to 


| whom ſuch Notices are not given, he 
expects ſhould deport themſelves to- 
| wards him, according to the light which 

they have, not which they have not. 
XVH. But an Hypotheſis in this Af- 
fair, which leaves out the very Nexus, 
/ that natural, eternal union, or leaves it 

- out of its proper place, and inſiſts 
on mutual conſciouſneſs, which, at the 
moſt, is but a, conſequence thereof, 
wants the principal thing requiſite to 
| the falving the unity of the Godbead. -d 
0 


| two or three created S pirits had never 


! 


et | 


perfet a mutual Perſpeftion of one 
another, 
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another, that would nor conſtitute then} 
one thing, tho' it probably argue them wſ 
be ſo; and bur probably; for God might 
no doubr, give them a mutual inſiohf 
into one another, without making thenf 
one ; but if he ſhould create them in «| 
near an union, as our Soul and Body are} 


in vvith one another (and it is very ap 
prehenfible they might be created in : 


much nearer, and more permanent one 


both being of the ſame Nature, and nei| 


ther Subject to decay ) they vvould aj 
truly, admit to be called one ſomething ( 
ſuch a Creature might vvell enough be 


called, ill a fitter name were found out: 


notvvithſtanding their ſuppoſed continu/ 


ing diſtinction, as ftly, as our Soul and| 


"Body united, are, notvvithſtanding ther} 
continums diſtinftion, called one Man, And} 
I do ſincerely profeſs ſuch an union, vviti| 
perretual diſtinction, ſeems to me ever) 
vvhit as conceivable, being ſuppoled w/| 
made, uncreated, and. eternal, as an} 
union is among Creatures, that mult} 
therefore be a made thinz, or a temporal! 
production. | Andjz 


E: 
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And vvhereas neceſlity of exiſtence 


{ ( moſt unquettionably of an intellectual 
| Being ) 1s a molt certam, and fundamental 
| attribute of Deity : The Father, Son, and 
| Spirit being ſuppoled neceſſarily exiſtent, 
' 1n this wnted /tare, rhey cannot but be 
' God, and the Godbead by reaton of this 


wceſſary union cannot but be Une ; yet lo, 
as that when you predicate Godhead, 
or tae name of God of any one of 


| them, you herein exprels a true, but 
| an inadequate conception of God; #4. e. 
| the Father is God, not excluding the Son, 
| and H. Ghoſt; the Son is yod, not ex- 
| cluding the Father and the H. Ghoſt ; 
Þ the H. Ghoſt is God, not excluding the 


Fatver and the Son. As our body is the 


man, not excluding the ſoul ; our ſoul 
is the man, nor excluding the body. 
| Therefore ther Umnon in Godhead being 
| fo ſtrict and clole, notwithſtanding their 
| diſtm&&ion, to ſay that any one of them 
' 5 God, in excluſion of the other two, 
- would not be a true predication. 'Tis 
| indeed ſaid the Father is the only true 


D God ; 
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© God ; bur that neither excludes | 

the Son, nor the H. Ghoſt from | 
being, the true God alſo; each of them ; 
communicating # that Godhead which | 


only is true. It had been quite anothe | 
thing, if ir had been ſaid, Tho Father | 


only, art the true God. 


XVIII. The order moreover, is this | 
way allo very clearly preſerved and firly | 
comply'd with of priority and poſterion- | 
ty (nor of time, as every one ces, but| 
nature ) which the names Father , Sm} 
and Spirit do more than intimate. For| 


the Father ( uſually called by Divine; 


the Fons Trinitatis ) being by this appel. - 
lation plainly fignify'd to be Firſt m| 
this ſacred Triad; the Son, as thar title! 


imports, to be of the Father; and the 


Spirit to be of, or from, both the other | 


Let thele two latter be conlidered 25 
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| ceſſuty of exiſtence is hereby made as truly 
' toagree to them as to the Firſt, which 
'is acknowledged the moſt fundamen- 
tal attribute of Deity. This promanation 
| is hereby lufficiently diltinguiſhe from 
* creatim; and theſe two let infinitely a- 


| bove all Creatures, or the whole Uni- 


| verſe of created beings. Nor is there 
| hereby any place let for that unapt 
| application of a Son and Grand- 

* ſon deriving themſelves from CRE 
| the Grandfather, or two Brothers Pata; 


' from one Fatber. 


And altho' it be allo true, and rea- 


+ ' dily acknowledged, thar there are nu- 
” merous Inſtances of involuntary produfti- 
ons among the Creatures, and which 
| are therefore to be donned a ſort of 
| * natural and neceſſary produttions ; yer that 


| mceſſity not being abſolute, but ex hypo- 
: teſt only, i.e. upon ſuppoſition of their 
! productive Cauſes, and all things requi- 


WF 
5 
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ſite to thoſe productions, being {o, and 
' lo, aptly polited in order thereto, all 
| wich depended upon one Sovereign will 
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at firſt, ſo that all might have beaf 
otherwil le, this ſignifies nothing, to ex 
empt them out of the ſtate and rank: 


£O 


of Creatures, or invalidate this moſt unf/ 
alterable diftin&tion berween created be} 


ing, and wncreated. 


XIX, Bur it here it ſhall be urge} 
to me that one mitvidual neceſſar ly ex ſe 
ſtent [piritnal Being alone is God, and if 
all that is ſignifyed by the Name of God;t 


and therefore that three diſtincr, mdin} 
dual, 1 ceſſarily exiſtent , ſpiritual Deng 
— unav oidably be thi bt diſtinct Gods ; | 

| would lay, it by one wdividual, wi 


ceſſarily exiſtent, piritual Being, you mea, 
comprehending Father, Su! 


ore ſuch Bems, 


and Holy Ghoſt taken together, | grant i, 


But if by one ndividua!, neceſſarily ext. 
iftent , ſpirit: i Being, you mean etl 
the Fatler, Son, Or Holy Ghoſt, taken fe 
jun&tly, f deny it; for hoth the oth: 
are truly lignify'd by the” Name of Gil 


t20, as well as that One. 


1 therefore ſay, the term individu ; 


muſt in this caſe now ſuppoſed (oh 
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| poſſible, not as certain ) admit of a 
twofold application; either to the diſ{tn&F 
efence of os Father, or of the Son, or 
of the Holy Ghoſt; or to the entire e- 
| ſeace of the Godvead, in which theſe three 
do concur. Each ot theſe conceived by it 
E ſeff are ( according to this ſuppoſition ) 
mdvidual efsences, but conceived together, 
they are thi entire tadrvidual efsence of God. 
For there is but one fuch efsence, and 
-no more, and it can never be multi- 
plyed, nor divided into more of the 
ſame name and nature. As the body, and 


| ſoul of a man, are one mdividual body, 
i and one iid il ſoul, bur both roge- 


ther are but ow mdividual man : And 


| the cale would be the fame, if a man 
- did conſiſt of two, or thre? ſpirits ſo ( or 
more nearly) united gras, as his ſoul 
” and body are. Eſpecially i it you ſhould 
; luppoſe (which is the ſuppoſition of no 


- impoſſible or unconceivable thing ) that 


| theſe three ſpirits which together ( as we 


(af now do ſuppoſe) do conſtitute « man, 
of were created with an aptitude to cis 
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united coexiſtence , but with an impoſſibi- 


lity of exilting ſeparately, except to th} 
Divme Power which created them an| 
qunct, and might ſeparate them {o af! 
to make them exiſt apart 3 which yet 


cannot be the Cale in reſpect of thm| 
ſuch uncreated ſpiritual Beings, whok| 
Union is ſuppoled to be by natural, 
eternal neceility, as their Eflences are;| 
and are therefore moſt ablolutely inſc 
parable. 

XX. Or it it ſhould be ſaid, I mak 
the Notion of God to comprehend Fathe, 


Son, and Holy Ghojt, and a Godhead beude| 


_— to thefe three. 
I anſwer ; nothmg | _ {aid or ſup 
poled _— any ſuch thing ; or that thi 


Notion of God Imports ay thing more «| 


zeal bemg, than is contained in Father 


Son, Ws: Holy Ghoſt, taxen together, and ! 
moſt intimately, naturally, and. vitally, hl. 


eternal neceſjity, united with one another, A| 


in 4 created beinr, conſiſting of more thmgi} | 
than one taken rogether and united; a Maj 
for inſtance, there” is nothing more ol} 
ral 


{ſth ; | 
| the Þ bis Body and his Soul united and taken to- 


| gether. "I's true that this term, a Man, 


CoN- 


) af 
| bunane body taken alone, or an humane ſoul 


yet 


thre} 
hole] 
aral þ * 
are; 
nſe-| 


nake! 

; 
ther, 
ſads 


lup| 
- thel 
Tl 
ther | 
and} 
) hl | 
Aj 
mig F 
Ma: 
of 
md, 


the Trinity it the Godhead, 53 
real entity, betides what 1s contained in 


lpeaks fornewhart very divers from an 


taken aione, or from both, ſeparately taken ; 
but nothoig divers from both united, and 
taken torether, 

And for what this may be unjujtiy 
coliefted to imply Of com poſition, repug- 
nant to 7ivme Perfechon, it ls berore 
obyiated. Seft. 12. 

It therefore it be askt, Wha do we 
conceive under the Notion of God, but a _ne- 


' cefſary, ſpiritual Being ? 1 an{wer that this 


5 2 true Notion of God, and may be 
paſſable enough, among Pagans, tor a 

full one. Bur we Chr iſtians are ous 
to conceive mter the Notion of God, 4 


neceſſary ſpiritual Bemg, wm which Father, 


Son, and Spirit, do ſo neceſſarily coexiſt, 

to conſtitute that Being; and that when 
we conceive any one of them to be 
God, that is but an inadequate, not an 
entire and full conception of the Godhead. 
D 4 Nor 
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Nor will any place remain for thaf 


trivial Cavil, that if each of theſe haye : 
Godhead in hing 1 be therefore hath a Tr. 
nity in him ; but that he # one of the thr 
who together are the One God, by nef 


cellary, natural, eternal Union. 


Wirch Umon is alſo qute of anothy| 
kind than thar of three Men ( as for in-| 


ſtance, of Peter, James and John) part. 


king in the ſame kina of Nature ; who 


notwithſtanding? exiſt ſeparately, and apar 


from each other. T beje three are ſuppo| 


{ed to coexiſt in natural, neceſſary, eter- 


nal, and moſt witimate Pacer, lo as to be] 


one Divine Bems. 


Nor is it any prejudice againſt our| 
thus ſtatins the Notion of the Godhead, that | 
we know of no ſuch Union in all the | 


Creation, that may aſſiſt our Concep: 
tion of this Union, What incongruity 


is there in ſuppoling, m this reſpect, «| 
Well as in many orpers, jomewhat mot | 
peculiarly appropriate to rhe Being of | 


God ? If there be no ſuch afual Unim | 


in the Creation, tis enough to our | 


purpoſe, | 


© 
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tC, 


purpole, if ſuch a one were poſſible ro 
have been. And we do know of the 
afual union of two things of very different 
Natures ſo as to be one thing, and have 
no reaſon to think the Union of two 
or more things of the ſame ſort of Na- 
ture, with ſufficient remaining diſtincti- 
on, leſs poſſible or leſs intelligible. 

XXI. Upon the whole, let ſuch an union 
be conceived in the Bemg of God, with 
wh diſtin&ion, and one would think 


| (tho' the Complexions of Mens minds 


do ſtrangely and unaccountably differ ) 


| the abſolute perfeftion of the Deity, and 
- efpecially the perfett felicity thereof, ſhould 
| be much the more apprehenſible with 
us When we conſider that moſt de- 
 licious ſociety which would hence enſue, 


among the ſo entirely conſentient Fa- 


| ther, Son, and Spirit, with whom there 
is ſo perfect rectitude, everlaſting barmony, 
| mutual complacency, unto higheſt delectatis 
| 0m; according to our way of conceiv- 
| Ing things, who are taught by our own 


Natwre ( which alſo hath in it the Dr- 


Vine 
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vine Image ) to reckon no Enjoyment | 
pleaſant, without the conſociation of | 
ſome other with us therein; we for ow| 


parts cannot bur hereby have in our 


minds a more g1ſtfull Idea of a bleſſed| 


ſtate, than we, can conceive in meer eter: 


nal /o litude. 


God ſpeaks to us, as Men, and will| 


not blame us for conceiving things {6 


infinitely above us, according to the Ca-| 


pacity of our Natures ; provided we do 


not aſlume to our lelves to be a mea-| 


ſure for our Conceptions of bim ; further 
than as he is himſelf pleaſed to war: 
rant, and dire&t us herein. Some like- 


neſs we may ( taught by himſelt) ap- 


prehend between him and us, but with in-| 


finite ( not megquality only, but) unlike: 
neſs. And for this Cale of delectatinn 
i Society, we muſt ſuppole an immenſe 


difference between him an all- ſuf ficient, 
ſelf-ſufficient Being, comprehending un | 


himſelf the infinite fulneſs of whatſoever s 


moſt excellent and delectable, and our ſelve, | 
who have in us but a Very minute ports | 
a 


5 hk 


| on of being, goodneſs, Or felicity, and whom 
| he hach made to ſtand much in need of 
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one another, and moſt of all of him. 
But when, looking into our ſelves, we 


| find there is in us a diſpoſition, often 


upon no neceſſity, but lomerimes, from 
ſome ſort of benignity of temper, unto Con- 


yerſation with others; we have no reaſon, 


when other things concur, and do {air- 
ly induce, and lead our thoughts this 


| way, to apprehend any incongruity in 


ſuppoſing he may have ſome diſtinct 
object of the ſame ſort of propenſion in his 
own moſt pertect Being too, and there- 
with ſuch a propenſion it ſelf allo. 

XXII. As to what concerns our ſelves, 
the obſervation is not altogether un- 
appolit, what Cicero treating of Friend- 
ſhip, diſcourles of © perpetual ſolitude, that 
«the affectation of it muſt f1gnifie the 
« worſt of ill Humour, and the moſt /a- 
« page Nature in the World. And fup- 
«poling one of ſo four and morole af 
© Humour, as to ſhun and hate the 
* Converſation of Men, he would not 

agoragodararpmaigen a «mk 


"Sa, 
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« endure ir, ro be without ſome one | 
« or other to, whom he might diſgorse | 
«the virulency of that his malignant} 
« Humour. Or that ſuppoling ſuch a| 
« thing could happen, that God ſhould 
«take a Man quite out of the Socicty | 
«of Men, and place him in abſolute | 
« ſolitude, ſupplyed with the abundance | 
«of whatſoever Nature could covet | 


« beſides; who, faith he, is ſo made} 
«of Iron, as to endure that kind of | 


« Lijife ? And he introduces Architas Ta: 


« rentinus reported to {peak to this pur-| 


« pole. 
«That if one could aſcend into Hea- 
«yen, behold the frame of the World, 


< and the beauty of every Star, his ad-| 
<« miration would be unpleaſant to him | 
& alone, which wouid be moſt delicious, it | 
« he had ſome one to whom to expreſs 


« his ſenſe of the whole. 


We are nor, I fay, ſtrictly ro mez- | 
ſure God by our ſelves in this ; further } 
than as he himſelf prompts and lead | 


us , 
. 
_—_ <4 : 


— 


But | 


one | 


19% 


ety 


ute | 
nce | 
vet | 


de 
Tas 


' up with him, and daily his delight. 


| glorious Redeemer, and do the utmoſt deſpite 
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But if we ſo form our Conception 


| of Divine Bliſs, as not to exclude from 


' i= ſomewhat, whereof that Delight in 
ant f 


of 


uld 


Society, which we find im our ſelves may 
be an imperfect faint reſemblance, it ſeems 
not altogether dilagreeable ro what the 
Scriptures allo teach us to conceive con- 


' cerning him, when it brings in the eter- 


nal Wiſdom, ſaying, as one diſtin from 
che prime Author, and Parent of all things, 


then was 1 by him, as one brought 
Prov. 8. 


XXIl. However, let the whole of 


-| what hath been hitherto propoſed be 
| taken together, and to me, it appears - 


our conception of the ſacred Trinunty 
will be {o remote from any ſhadow of 
mconfiſtency or repugnancy, that no ne- 


| cefſity can remain upon us of torturing 


Wir, and racking Invention to the ut- 
termoſt, ro do a laboured and artifici- 


al violence (by I know not what skrews 


and engines) to ſo numerous plain 
Texts ot Scripture, only to wundeify our 


fo 
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to the Spirit of grace! We may be con- | 
tent to let the word of God (or wht | 
we pretend to own for a divine revelation) | 
ſtand as it is, and wundiſtorted, ſpeak its | 
own ſenſe. And when we find the} 


Former of all things ſpeaking as 


One WE or US. When we find} 


Proy.8. another [ I ] poſſeſſed by the Lord, 


m the beginning of his way, before his works | 


of old; to as that he lays of himſelf (as | 


diſtinct from the other) 1 was ſet up from 


everlaſting, from the beginning, or ever the | 


Earth was — And when he prepared 
the Heavens IT was there, &c. When we 


find the Child born for us, the San | 
given to us, called alſo the migh- | 
ty God, and ( as in reference to us he fit-ſ y 
ly might ) the Everlaſting Father. When | 
we are told of the Ruler that | 
was to come out of Bethlehem- | 
Ephrata, that his goings forth were from | 
everlaſting. That the Word was m the bt- | 
gmning with God, and was God — | 
That all things were made by hin, | 
and .without him nothing was made, that wa | 
| —» , made. | 


Ifa. 9g. 


Mic. ' 


Joh. 1. 


T— 
oa 


Ty ” 
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made. That this Word was made fleſh — 


' That His glory was beheld as the glory of 
| the only begotten Son of the Father, full of 


' grace and truth. FE,ven that ſame he that 


| above was faid to have been in the bes 


ginning with God, and to be God. That 


- when he who was laid to have 


TORTS 


| the fleſh came of the Iſraelites, is 
| yet expreſly {aid to be over all, God 


| was in the form of God ——he 
- | humbled himſelf to the taking on him the 
\ form of a ſervant, and to be found in 
| faſhion as a man. "That *tis ſaid, 
| All things were created by him, 
| that are in heaven, and on earth, viſible 


| come down from Heaven, was, 


| and myifible , thrones, dominions, principali- 


Joh. 3. 


even while he was on Earth, at that 


| time, ſaid ro be in Heaven. That we 


are rold by himlelt, he and his 


Father are one thing, That he © 
is not only ſaid to know the SIE, 
heart, but to know all things. "LM 
* That even be who according to 

Rom. 9. 


bleſſed for ever. That when he 


Phil. 


Col- t. 


ties, 
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ties, powers, —— axd that all things ww þ 


created by bim, and for him ; than whidf 
nothing could have been ſaid mor 
peculiar or appropriate to Deity. Tha 
even of the Sor of God it is ſaid 
he is the true God and eternal Li, 
That we are lo plainly toll 
Rev. i. he 1s, Alpha and Omega, the fi | 
Chap. = and the laſt, be that was, and «| 
Chap.z. 41d is tocome, The Lord Amighty| 

the beginning of the creation off 
God. The ſearcher of hearts. That theſ! ©; 
Spirit of God is ſaid to ſearaf 
all things, even the deep things of 
God. Thar lyng to him is faidf 
to be hmg to God. Thar the 
great Chriſtian Solemnity , Baptiſm is di ; 
ted to be in the Name of the Fathv,| 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt. That it is lo Mi ; 
ſtin&tly ſaid, there are three thi| 
bear record in Heaven, the Fat 


the Word, and the Spirit, and that theſth 
1 to 


1 Joh. 5s. 


x Cor. 2» 


Afts 5 


1 Joh. 5. 


three are one thing. 
I cannot imagine. what ſhould «| 


blige us ſo ſtudiouſly to wiredraw ll 
t 


rr 


* NC 


th 


ul 
rhs} 
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| this to quite other meanings. 


"XXIV. And for the leaving out of 
this laſt mentioned text in ſome copies, what 


' hath been ſaid (nor ro mention divers 
| others) by the famouſly learned Dr. Hams 
| mond-upon that place, is ſo reaſonable, 
| ſomoderate, ſo charitable to the oppo- 
| ſiteparty, and ſoapt to ſatisfie imparrial 
| and unprejudic'd minds, that one would 
| ſcarce think, after the reading of it, any 
| real doubt can remain concerning the au- 
| fhenticknels of char 7th. verſe in 1 Joh.5, 


Wherefore now taking all theſe texts 


| rogether ; with many more that might 
ail have been mentioned, I muſt indeed 
| profeſs ro wonder, that with- men of 
fo good. ſenſe, as our Socinian Adver- 


|, ſores are accounted, this conſideration 
ſhould not have more place and weight, 


* Vz, That it being lo obvious to any 


| Reader of the Scriptures to apprehend from 
| ſo. numerous Texts, that Deity muſt belong 


to the. Son of ( God, and that there wants 


| not Sufficient inducement to. conceive ſo of 
the Ay. Ghoſt allo; | there ſhould be 


=_ 


4 WEST 


.no more caution. given in_the T4 Tibtures 
themſelves to prevent ' miſtake if there 
"were any) in apprehending the . matter 
: accordingly. And to obviate the unſpeak- 
able cofſequent danger of erring in a 
caſe of (6 vaſt i importance. How una- 
greeable it*15to all our notions of God; and 
to his uſual procedure'in caſes of leks COn- 


Tequenee? How litcte'doth'it confi 61 with | 


-his being -ſo iſe and 16 compaſſionate 
or Lover of the ſouls of, men, to Ter them 
be fo fathlfy « expos'd into i inevitable, 

"xd fo deſtructive a [deluſion 1 Tha 
"the whofe Chriſtian Church Tthould thor ough 
fo many” | Centuric: of years, be eye 
"trained into 1 horrid and continued Ido- 


Larry | by 'hinnfelt who” {o lev erely forbids |-- 


3. 1 Rang?) \allory” my ſelf to think 
| men of that perſwaſion inſiacerein thei 
' profelſing To believe the ' divine authority 
of the Ns Scriptures; '\when th& Leader 


'and Fead of their Paity, Wii S. . both, 
i] V [ 


_ is not Witholit nfves ind gee of: 


Butt copfefs T.ca Eltnor deviſe, with]: 
| "Wha deſig gn they Gin ca Meng thoſe's Fecal 
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were written!. Or why they ſhould 
count it a thing worthy of infinite wiſ- 
dom to youchlafe luch a revelation to 
Men, allowing them to treat and ule ir 


1AS FÞeg do!. And. that till ſome great So« 


cinjan wits ſhould ariſe 1500 years af- 
ter, to greCtity their notions in theſe 
things, men ſhould generally be in ſo 


great hazzard of being deceived into 


'damnacion, by thoſe very Scriptures, which 


were profeſſedly writ to make them wiſe 
to Salvation ! | 
XXV. Nor is it of o weighty inipar- 


,taice in this controverſie, to caſt the bal- 
lance the other way, that a noted Cri- 


tick, (upon. what introducement needs 


-not be determined ) chang d his judgment, 
or that his Poſthumous interpretations of 
ſome rexts (if they were his interpreta- 
tions) carry an appearance of his ha- 
ving, changed it ; becauſe he thought 


 fach texts mighr poſſibly admit co be in- 


 texpxeted , otherwile, than they uſually 
«were, by ſuch as alledged them for the 


i:Iyynity, .ox the (difared, ) Deity | of the 
K 3 901 


ET 
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Son or Sipirit, or that the cauſe muſt þe 
| loſt, upon his delerting it, or that he 
was ſill to be reckoned of the oppofit 
party ( as this Author calls it) and 
that ſuch texts as we moſt rely'd up 
' on, were therefore given up by ſome « 
our Own, a 

And it 1s really a great aſſuming, 
when a man ſhall adventure ta piv 
nounce ſo peremptorily, againſt the 


common judgment of the Chriſtian Chard| 
wichout any colour of proof, that ouf . 


copies, are falſe coptes, our tranſlations, ou 
explications falſe, and the generality 6 
the wileſt, the moſt inquiſitive, mo 


pious, and moſt judicious aſſertors of thi 


Chriſtian cauſe, tor lo many continue 
ages, fools, or cheats for owning ani 
ayowing them; for no other imagins 
nable reaſon, but only becauſe they mak 
_ againſt bim! How will he prove an 

Copies we rely upon to be falſe? ki 
becaule he is pleaſed*ro ſuſpett them! 
And is an interpretation falſe, becauſe 
._words'can poſfibly be tortur'd unto _ 


ow — 
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other ſenſe ? Let him name me the Text, 
wherein any Doftrineis ſuppoſed to be 
yoſu delivered that is of meerly ſupernatural 

revelation, of which it is nor poſſible to 
to deviſe ſome other meaning, not more re- 
mote, alien, or unimaginable, thun theirs, 
of moſt of the diſputed Texts. 

Nor indeed do we need to except that 
df natural ſentiment it ſelf, that there is but one 
PF God, ( which this Aut) or takes ({uch Pains 

to prove, as if be thouzht, or would make 
| other men think, we deny 'd it.) For tho' 
it is ſo generally acknowledged, doth he 
{ not know it is not /o generally under- 
i ſtood in the ſame ſenſe * Againſt whom 
doth he write 2 Doth he not know they 
underitand this Oneneſs in one ſenſe, he, 
in another ? They in ſuch a ſenſe as ad- 
mits a Trinity, he in a ſenſe that ex- 
” | cludes it? | 

But (for ſuch things as did need a 
'} ſuperadded verbal revelation) how eafie is 
It to an inventive, pervicacious Wir, to 
wreſt words this way or that. 


E 2 XXVI. The 
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XXVI. The Scriptures were writ for 
the inſtruftion of ſober learners ; .not for 
the paſtime of contentious wits, that af- 
fe&t only to play tricks upon them. 
At their rate of interpreting, among 
whom be ranks himſelf , "tis impoſſible 
any Doftrine can with certainty, be foun- 
ded upon them. Take the firſt Chap: 
ter of St. Jobn's Goſpel tor inſtance, and 
what Dofrme can be aſſerted in plainer 
Words, than the Deity of Chriſt, in the 
three firſt Virſes of. that Chapter * Set 
any man of an ordinary, unprepoſleſt 
underſtanding, to read them, and when 
he finds that by the Word is meant Je- 
fus Chriſt ( which themſelves admit ) 
ſee if he will not judge it plainly 
raught, that Jeſus Chriſt is God, in the 
moſt eminent, known tenſe. Eſpecially 
when he ſhall take notice of ſo many 
other Texts, that, according to their moſt 
obvious appearance, carry the ſame ſenſe. 


But it is firſt, thorough meer ſhortneſs 


of diſcourſe, taken for granted, and 
ralhly. concluded. on, that it is abſolute- 


dd. 62d edn. i. 0. th. 
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ly impoſſuble, if the Father be God, the 
Son can, be Ged, too (or the Holy Ghoſt) 
upon 2, preſumption, that we can know: 
every : thing thar belongs to the Divine 
Nature ; and what is poſſible to be- in 
it, and what not; -and next , there, 1s 
hereupon not only a licenſe imagined, 
bur an: obligation, and neceſſity, ro ſhake 
Heaven and. Earth, or tear that divine 
Word that is more fable, into 2 thouſand 
pieces, : or expound it ro nothing, to 
make it comply with that forelaid pre- 
ſumptuous determination. Whereas it We 
could but bend our Minds fo far to 
comply with the plain dude of that 
revelation God . hath. made unto us of 
himſelf; as to apprehend that, in the 
meh only Godhead there may be diſtinti- 

which we particularly underſtand not, 
foci ro. found the Dottrine. of , a 
Trinity therein, and very conliltent with 
the . unity of :it; we. ſhould, fave the 
diving, rd, and or own. Minds, from 
maj, copraee both. at. once. And. our 
Mod et. will he He eaſer, .thax. we 


4 Are 
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are neither concerned nor allowed to de- 
termine, that things are preciſely fo, or 
{o; but only to ſuppoſe ir poſſible that 
fo they may be, for ought that we know, 
Which will I am certain not be fo 
hard, nor ſo bold an undertaking , 
as his, who ſhall take npon him to 
prove, that any thing bere ſuppoſed is im- 
poſſable. | 

Indeed if any one would run the 
diſcourſe into the abyſs of Infinity, he may 
ſoon create ſuch difficulties to himlelf, 
as it cught not to be thought ſtrange, 
if they be greater than any humane 
underſtanding can expedite. But not 
greater than any man will be intan- 
gled in, thar ſhall fer himſelf ro con- 
{ider Infinity upon other accounts ; which 
yet he will find it imposd upon him 
unavoidably to admit whether he will 
or no. - Not greater than this | Author 
will be equally concern'd in, upon. his 
doing ' that right to” Truth, in” oppo- 
ſition 'ro the former Teiiders of his own 


Party, as to'\atknowiedge the” Ommpre- | 
ITS : : T4 & Rs , 


ſence 
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ſence of the” Divine efsence, p. 32. which 
he will find, let him try ic when he 
will. Nor yet Jo great, nor accompa- 
nyed with fo groſs, ſo palpable and. 
horrid abſurdities, as he will ſoon be 
encountred with, ſhould he retra&# his 


"grant , or entertain the monſtroully 


maimed, and moſt deformed, impi- 
ous, 'conceit of a finite, or limited Dei- 
p 7G. 1 W} 
XXVII. Yer alſo in this preſent caſe, 
the impoſſibility to ow narrow Minds 
of comprebending Infinity , is moſt ratio- 
nally. improveable to our very juſt ad- 
vantage.” It qught to be upbraided to 
none as a pretext, or a cover to ſloth, 
or dulneſs. Tis no reproach to us that 
we are creatures, and have not infinite 
capacities. *' And it ought to quiet our 
minds, that they may ſo ,certamly know 
they have, lmits ; within which, we are 
to content our ſelyes with ſuch netions, 
abotit indemonſtrable,' and unrevealed things; 
as they: can, with greateſt eaſe' to ther 


elves, find room' « r. T7 o Bo $ $8 ( = 


Is —— l 
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[ can reflect upon, 0 nothiog.. in what 


15, here propoled, by what: is intelligi- 
ble without, much toil, or much, Metaphy- 


ficks. As, matters, sf fo comman concerns 
ment, ought, . to our uttermoſt, to be 
repreſented. m ſuch, a way thay, they, may 


be ſo. We need not be. concern'd in 
Scholaſtick Diſquiſitions , about Union ; 

by what peculiar Name to call.that 1 
is here ſuppoſed. It's enough for us 


to know there. may, he 2 real, . natural, 


vital, and. yery. intimate won, 'of thing 
thas {hall, notwithſtanding it, contigue A 


ſtmt, and that ſhall, by it, be teuly one. 


Nor do we necd to be. anxiouſl y curi- 
ous in ſtating the.. Notions of Perſon 
and Perſonality, of ſuppoſe tum and {uppo- 
ality, tho" 1 think, not the term, Per- 

fon dilallowable in, the. preſent: Cafe, 
Nor will ſay what, that noted Man ( ſo 
nated thar .[ need not Name him, and 
who was.as, much agquainted. with Me- 


taphyſicks -a5 moſt, in his Age), publiſh- 
ed $0. 5þ&,.World abqye Foengy, Year 
ago, that he counte 1 the.N otion ofghe 

chools 
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Schools about Suppoſitum a Foolery, For 1 
do well know, the thing it ſelf, which 
our Chriſtian Metaphyficians intended, to 
be of no ſmall importance in our Re- 
ligion, and [pecially ro'the Doftrine of 
Redemption, and of our Redeemer. 

XXVIIL Burt I reckon' they that go 
the more Metaphyſical way, and con- 
tent themſelves with the modal diſtinci- 
on of three Perſons in the Godhead, ſay 


| nothing herein that can be proved ab- 


ſurd or contradiftious. As to what is 
commonly urged, that if there be three 
Perſons in the Deity, each Perſon muſt 
have its diſtin} individual Eſſence, as well 
45 its diſtin perſonality, I would de- 
ny the conſequence, and ſay, thar tho' 
this be true in created Perſons ( taking 
Perſon in the ſtric& Metaphyſical ſenſe ) it 
is not neceflary to be ſo in uncreated. 
That the reaſon is not the ſame be- 
tvveen finite things and infinite ; and 
would put them to prove, if they can, 

that the . ſame _—_ Eſſence cannot he 
whole and undivided iti three ſeveral Per- 
GETS 0 Sick 
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ſons ; knowing there can be nothin 
more difficult urged in the Caſe, than 
may againſt the Divine Onnuprefence ; 
which irrefragable reaſons, 2s well as 
the plainelt teſtimony of Scriprure will 
oblige us to acknowledge. 


ſtractly conſidered, and by it /elf, is not 
indefenſible ; it doth not altogether ſo 
well {quare with the Chriſtian Oeconomy, 
nor {o eaſily allow that diſtinion to the 
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, which ſeems 
requiſite tro found the diſtin attributis 
ons that are ſeverally given them in the 
Holy Scriptures. 

XXIX. To conclude, I only wiſh 
theſe things might be conſidered, and 
diſcourſed with leſs confidence, and per- 


——_— —_— ; With a greater 
/ awe of what is divine and ſacred ; and 
/ that we may more confine our ſelves to 
/ the plain words of Scripture in this matter, 
( and be content therewith. I generally 
\ blame it jn the Socinians ( who appear 
,Qtherwiſe rational and conſidering men) 


But I think, tho' this Fypotheſis ab- | 


r al. — _—y Ch_ tt 


that 
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that they ſeem to have formed their 
belief of things, not poſſible ro be 
known but by the Scriptures, without them; 
and then think they are by all imagj- 
nable Arts, and they care not what 


- -Violence, (as Socinus himſelf hath in ef- 


fect confelſed) to mold and form them 
according to their | preconceived ſenſe. 
Common Modeſty, and Civility, one would 
have thooght, ſhould have made Schlis 
fHingius abſtain from prefixing, and con- 
tinuing that as a running Title to. a long 
Chapter : Articulus Evangelicorum de Tris 
tate cum ſenſu communi pugnat, engroſſing 
common ſenſe to himſelf .and his Party, and 
reproaching the *generality of Chriſtians, 
as not underſtanding common fenſe. 
They ſhould take upon them leſs, and: 


- not vaunt, as if they were the Men, and 


Wiſdom muſt. dye with them. - 

For this Author, I: Congratulate ' his 
nearer approach to us, from thoſe who 
were formerly Leaders. .of his Party, in 


the Doctrines of Gods Omnipreſence, and 


the perceptiveneſs, and . aftivity of ſeparate 


1 Souls, 
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:\Souls. » He writes with {prightlineſs and 
- vigour. ' And, I doubt not,, believes re- 
: ally,'what he writes .with ſo little. ſeem. 
ing: doubt. And becauſe his Spirit , ap- 
1\pears: to be of a more generous, exalt- 


-ed-pirch, than to comport : with any |- 


r:thing- .againft his Judgment, for ſecu- 
Jar intereſt and advantage. I reckon it 
che! greater pity it ſhould want the ad. 
-\dition-'of what would be yery orna- 
-:mental to it, and which he wiſhes to 
"$0: of the Perſons, to whom he makes 
 kimfelf an Antagoniſt, mere of the tender- 


- neſs and»Catbolick Charity of genuine Chriſli-| 


\faity; p. 1.9. col. 2+ to accompany thole 
.bg\\abilities and learning, which: would not 
thereby be the leſſer ( as he ſpeaks) nor 
the lefs con/picuous, vFIs 
* | believe few (would: have: thought 
him to ſee the-lefs clearly, i6\he had been 
<wikcontent” to'fees for biamſelf, not for man- 
viind,//viAnd if he had: not ralke: at. that 
ilrate/as if he-carried the:Eyes of- all the 
b World in his Pocket, they: would have 
"een le(s apt to think he carried: bis: ow 


there. Not | © 
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ot. fad his 'Perfortiiance, | in this 


Weithit of "his; loſt any thing of real 


value, if in 4 Side" ppon {> grave 
2 ſubject, fome | fepidities' had'been lefr 


ut; as thar of Diifcinea del "Tobofo, &c. 


Ahd- t allide 6 twhar he lays of 


| Dr. Cudivorth, his' diſpleaſure will not 


hurt” fo] rongh an Author as ' 4rnobirs,  {o 
mary 'Ages after he is dead, 'if he ſhould 
happen co; offend*hitn, by having once 


(aid; iffoluti — ft peftoris © in rebus ſeris 


ierere voluptatem — —'&C. | 

Bur f6y- alf of 15; 1 hope we may ſay 
withour . offence to any, common hu- 
mane frailey ſhould be more confi der- 


ed and'that we know' but in- part, and 


in how ſmall a part! We ſhould, here- 
Lpott,” be” more- equal to  orie another. 


"At&hen it is obvious. tg every 'one, 
how” we are ſtraitned: in” this” matter, 
"3nd'rhar we ought to ſuppoſe” one. ano- 
"ther Wtently, jo 

= Fiptire-diſcovery 


ſriirip "to; Teconcile the 
h nitiirat Se entiments, 
Jul Ke neat ably cenſure, *« or la 


"You 6” expoſe one \anorher, that' any 


ſeem 
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7 ſeem - more {atish'd- ;with cheir own Ms. 
"thod than with ours. - What an _odd and 
almoſt ludicrous Spectacle do we give 
to the bleſſed Angels that [upervile us 

'(if their benigniry did not more prompt 

| them: to compaſſion), when they behold 

us fighting in the dark, about. thingy 
we lo little underſtand ; or, when we 
all to under a, gradual blindneſ,, 
| objecting .it to one another, and one 

_ accuſing another that he oo not 

his own too weak fi ight, to ſee only 


| IT, his ( perhaps ) blinder Eye. 


* Thus, Sir, you have my ſenſe what 
if think ſafe, and. enough [C0] be. ſaid in 
"this weigl ty matter. 

"To you, theſe. thoughts are not. new, 
"with whom they. have been. commu: 
*nicated and. diſcourled. hererofore, long 
' Ago. And 1 believe, y you may ſo far re- 
"Collett your' ſelf, 25't0 remember the 
* principal. ground W. ſuggeſted. ro you, 
© upon which this: s, {courſe now reſts; 

3 Viz, meceſſity of "Ei ence, and " Contin- 
Ne _ gencue ; J 


and::upon digeſting them into ſome: or- 
215, F 
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gencie ; emanations abſolutely independent 
upon any. will at all; and the arbitrary 
produttions of the Divine Will, } as the ſuf- 
ficient and moſt fundamental difference be- 
rween what is uncreated and What is cre- 
ated; and upon this very account, as that 
which might give {cope and room to 
our thoughts, ro conceive the Dottrie 
of the Trmity, conliſtently with the Unity 
of the Godhead ; and o, as that the Son,tho' 
truly from the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt 
tho' truly from both, ſhall yet appear 
infinitely diſtinguiſhed from all created 
Beings whatſoever. 4 MOITT 
So much you know was under 'con- 
fideration with us above twenty. years ago.; 
and was afterwards imparted. to many 
more ; long before there was any men- 
tion or forethought, within our notice, 
of ſuch a revival of former controver- 
ties, upon this Subje&t, as we have 
lately ſeen. 

This occaſion, now given, hath putme 
upon revolving anew theſe former thoughts; 


der, 
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der, ſuch as it is, for publick view. If 
they ſhall prove ta be of any uſe, it 
appears they will not be. out of ſeaſon; 
and it will he gratefull to me to be an 
way. ſerviceable to ſo worthy a Canſe, 
If they ſhall be found altogether uſeleſs; 
being evicted either of impertinency, or 
watrith, it ſhall not be ungratefull. For | 
thank God, I find not a diſpoſition in 
my mind'; to: be fond of any Notions 
of! mine," as: they axe ſuch, nor to be 
more. adyenturous, or confident, in de- 
texmining of things hid, not only in fo 
profound, but in moſt facred darknels, 
than I have all along expreſt my ſell. 
I. ought indeed to: be the more cauti- 
_ -aus of. offending in. this kind, that be- 
ing-the thing I blame, the poſitive al- 
{erring this or that to be impoſſible, or 
nor: poſſubly-- competent: to the nature 
God, which by his own. Word, | or the 
manifeſt reaſon of things doth not plainly 
-xppear .to be ſo. Much more which 
his Ward doth as plainly. as it- is. po 


o£iwes 
oRQ 


fable any: thing can- be expreft hy: words, [ 
we | alcribe | 


the: Trighty, in the: Godhead. 8x 
aſcribe to. him. The only.ching Iaſflere 
is, that a Trinity #2 the Godhead may be 
poſhble, for ought we know,, in, the 
way, that I have propoſed. Ar leaſt it is 
lo,, fox any thing thar I dp as yet Know. 
And (o: confident Lam of the truth, and 
true meaning of his Word,, revealing, a 
Trinity in his eternal Godhead , that 
[| trongly hope, if ever it ſhall be 
proved ro be impoſlible upon theſe terms 
that I have here ſet down; by the ſame, 
or by equal, Light, the poſſibility of it 
ſome other way, will appear too. 7. e. 
That not only a Trinity in the Unity 
of the Godhead is a poſſible thing ; but 
that it is alſo polsible that the Father, 
Son and Holy Gbojt may be ſufficiently 
diſtinguiſhed to anſwer the frame and 
defigen of Chriſtianity : And that will 
equally ſerve my purpole. For ſo how- 
ever, will the Scandal be removed, that 
may ſeem to ly upon our Holy Reli- 
gion, through the induſtrious miſrepre- 
ſentation which is made of it, by Scep- 


' ticks, Deiſts or Atheiſts, as if it were 


F 2 made 
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made up of inconſiſtencies and abſur- 
dities, and were fitter to be entertain-i 
ed with laughter than faith: And be. 
ing effeQually vindicated, it will be the 
more ſucceſsfully propagated , and more 
chearfully praftiſed ; which is all that is 
coveted and ſought by 


9 I R, 


Your very Reſpettfull, 
Humble Servant, &c, 


NC 
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NY moe 


Poſkſcripf, 


Aving the Copies of ſome Letters 
by me, which I wrote to Dr. 


Wallis between two and three Years 


| ago, upon this Subject ; I think, Sir, 


it is not improper, and perhaps it may 
be ſome way ulefull, to let them ac- 
company this to your ſelf 

And here I ſhall freely tell you my 
principal inducement, ( taking notice in 
lome of the Do&or's prixted Letters; of 
others to hm, contain<d in them ) to lend 
him (incognito) one alſo; but with that 
reaſon againſt printing it, which you 
ind towards the end of the firſt Ler- 
ter. 

It was really the apprehenſion, which 
had long remained with me, that the 
ſmplicity, which (if the Notion of ir 


were ſtrerch'd too far ) not the Scriptures, _ 


F. 1 but 
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but the Schools have taught us to aſcribe 
tro the Being of God, was that alone which 
hath given us difhculty, in conceiving 
a Trinity in. the onely One God. : 

It is not the Unity, or Onetfneſs of the 
Godhead ; but the Simplicity of it, as the 
School-men have \tated it, that hath «crea- 
ted the mitter of diſpite. - Unity, you 
know, denies more of the ſame ; ſimplicity 
denies "more *in it, 'Concerninig the for- 
mer that there could be rio 'more Gods thay 
One, we- are at a point ; the reaſon of 
the thing it ſelf, and the 'Holy Scriptures 
lo exprelly aflerting it, leave it-out of 
diſpute. | 

All the -:donbt is about the latter, 
Not whether fuch a thing belong to the 
Nature of God ; but concetning the: juſ 
explication of it : As it is a real excellen- 
cy, not a Hlemiſh ; and 'not 'meerly a 
moral, but a natural excellency, there can 
be no donbt of its belohging'to the Di 
vine Natare; but it yon undetſtand i 


as excluſive of all 'Varietie therein, 'youſ 


find nor airy (expitſs #rention '6f {hit 


aſ 
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an Attribute of God in the Scriptures- 
They are fſtlent.in the matter. It hath 
no authority, but of the Schools. That and 
the Reaſon that can be brought for 'ir 
muſt give it irs whole and only fſup- 
port.. Ir is the only thing that muſt 
open, and give way, to adnurt the Do- 
thrme of the Trinity ; and it is the only 
thing that needs to.do lo. For we none 
of us aflert a Trinity of Gods ; but a Tri- 
nity m the Godhead. It. 1s the only thing 
that can to the -Adyerlaries of the Tri- 
nity with any colourable pretence feem 
oppoſite to ir. And which therefore [ 
thought the only thing that remained to 
be fifred and examined, it they will 
ſtate it in an oppolition thereto. Whar fo 

phry and invincible ſtrength of reaſon ic 
bad, whence alone either to ſhock the Authos 
nity; or:pervert the plain meanins of the 
Holy Scriptures, diſcompole the whole 
frame. . of Chriſtian Religion, diſturb the 
Peace of the Church, perplex- very thinks 
ing minds, ſubvert ed Fab of ſome, arid 
turn 'it into ridicale with too many. 

14: 7 F 4 Y 


86 A Calm Diſcourſe of - 

I reckon'd the Dr, (as I ſtill- do, not- 
withſtanding the Contempt this Author 
hath of him) a Perſon of a very clear, 
unmuddied Underſtanding. 1 found 
him, . by what he expreſs'd in his fiſt 
Letter of the Trinity, not apt to be awed 
by the Authority of the Schools, nor an 
Bigot to them, as having declined their 
Notion of a Perſon, and fixing upon 


another, ( lels anſwering, as I ap- 
prehended, the Scheme and Deſrgn of 


Chriſtianity ) 1 thought it eaſte, and re- 


putable enough to him to add, what 
might be requiſite in this matter, with- 
out contradicting ( dire&ly, or diſcerni- 
bly ) any thing he had laid. I gave 
im the opportunity of doing it, as from 
himſelf, without ſeeming to have the 
leatt thing to that purpoſe ſuggeſted 
to him by any other. . I had my {elf, 
T think, leen and conlidered the main 
ſtrengh of the School-mens. reaſonings.con- 
cerning that ſimplicity, which they will 
have to' be divine. ;and, for aught 1 
do yet know, haye competently : oc: 


curr'd 


the Trinity in the Godhead, $7 
curr'd: to it in this foregoing Letter, and 
partly in what you will now find 1 
wrote to him. But what there is of real 
mfirmity, 'or impertinencie to this cafe ( as 
it is, and ought to be repreſented) in 
their arguings, I reckon'd he would both 
ſee and - evince more clearly than 1. 
Therefore I greatly deſired to have 
engaged him upon this Point ; - but 1 
could: not prevail. - And am therefore 
willing that what I writ then with de- 
lign of ' the greateſt privacy, ſhould 
now become publick. Not that I think 
it hath- lo great value m it ſelf ; bur thar 
perhaps ir may furrher jerve to excite 
lome : others more able and more art lea- 
lure to learch and enquire into this mat- 
ter; and -cither-to improve, or diſprove 
what-# have effayed. And which of the 
two. it is, -'tis all one to me. , For 1 
have ino'Intereſt: or Deſign, bur that of 
Iruth, 'and the' ſervice of -the Chriſtian 
Cauſe: Street pigerr cont nh 05 5 ; 
I was :fo little: apprehenſive of any 
ſuch! furure uſe 'to''be made of thels 


* 


i 


Letters, 
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Letters, that I kept no account of the 
dates, except that one of the- two lat 
ter ( which both only refer to the firſt} 
I find by the Copy 1 have in my hands 
ro haye been ſent Decemb. 1.9th. 1691, 
I remember it was .a. long time; -and 
gueſs it, might be 6 or, .8 weeks, e'rel 
heard .any- thing of -the-firſt, after'I:had 
ſent ir. - Probably it. might. have been 
ſent in/O&qber, of the begining of Ne: 
vember before. _ L-at length heard of it 
very. caſyally, being, in. an houſe im Lon. 
don, whither . the Dotor s Eighth. Letter 
was neyvly. arrived (then no ſecret) # 
order ta impreſſion. I then tound this 
my firſt Letter was lightly touch, but 
miſtaken ;.:vvhich occaſioned ( it being 
a Poſt-night ) my ſecond. That was fol- 
lowed by. the third, the next Peſt af- 
ter, when:;4 had a litle- more: time 
wherein :r0 expreſs my mind, . tho” | 
ſtill concealed . my Name, as -it is yet 
fitteſt ro do, my main Buſineſs in my 
Letter, to, ;you, lying, with . a - Perſon, 


who :(blameleſly-enough) conceals his. 
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Theſe two latter of my Letters tothe 


- | Pr. produced ſome alteration 'in that 


Paragraph of his 8th. Letter, which re- 
lates to my firſt. | 
Bur yet no way anſwering the - De- 
fign 'for which 1 writ ir. You have 
them now together -exa&tly according 
to 'the Copies 1 have by me, except- 
ing -one -or two <circumftantial things 
fry enotgh lefr out, or ſomewhat 
altered. | 
And they had all flepr lotig enough, 
if this -vccafion had not brought them 
to lipht. +4; 
Bur before I give them you, tet me 
ſupgeſt ſorne things farther to you con- 


. cerning :the foregoing Letter 'to our 


ſelf. 

You'may apprehend that ſome will 
think it \Rrange (if net an inconfiften- 
cy ) that ſhould ſuppoſe it poſlilble at 
abſolute \orrnimodous \ſimplicity miay wor be- 
long tb 'the Divine Being, when yet'l 
abl6lutely deny all conipeſition init, * ** 

And I apprehend too ſome *riay 
| T-- think 
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think ſo, at leaſt a while ; but ſuch 
as have conſidered well, will not think 
lo, and ſuch as ſhall, I preſume will 
not long. For, 

1. It I had dery'd the ſimplicity of 
the Divine Nature, had the inference 
been juſt, chat therefore 1 muſt grant 
a compoſition 2 How many inſtances 
might be given of one oppoſite not agree- 
ing to this or that thing, when allo the 
other doth as little agree! And moſt of 
all doth the tranſcendent excellency of 


the Divine Nature exempt it from the | 


limiting by-partitions to which Creatures 
are {ubject. 

Take Reaſon in the proper enſe 
for arriving gradually by argumenta- 
tion from the knowledge of more evi- 
dent, to. the knowledge of obſcurer 
things, .and ſo we cannot lay the Divine 
Nature is rational, But is it therefore to 
be called irrational * Faith and Hope a- 
ree not' to it. Are we therefore to 
hink Infidelity or Deſpair do not diſa- 
_ = 


Mo) 


Wl (: 
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It is indeed more generally appre- 


hended, we can ſcarce have the notion of 


any thing thar ftrictly., or otherwiſe than 
by ſome very defective analogy, agrees 
to him, and to us. Some Pagans, and 
ſome ( hriſtians from them (not in 
derogation, but ) in great reverence 
to the high excellency of the Deity, 
not excepting the moſt common noti- 
on of all other, even thar of being it 
ſelf; but making his Being and Sub- 
ſtance to be ſupereſſential, and ſuperſub- 


ſtartial. "Tis out of doubt that what- 


loever perfection is in us, is not the ſame 
thing in him formally, but in an uncon- 
ceivable tranſcendent emimency only. Do 
therefore their Contraries agree to him ? 
2. I am far from denying the ſum- 
plicity of the bleſſed Nature of God, which 
| aſcribe to him in the higheſt Per- 
fection which it is capable of {ignify- 
ing. I moſt peremptorily affirm not 
only all the Simplicity, which he ex- 
preſly affirms of himſelf ; but all that 
can by juſt conſequence be inferr'd from 
any 
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any affirmation. of-his.; or that can by 


plain reaſon be evinced any. othier way, 


Wharzloever is any real PerfeRion, gr. 
Yeck. 11. 

'Tis rrue while I affirm ſuch a fi 
plicity as, excludes all compoſition, in the 
tenſe already given, I affirm not ſuch 
as excludes all varizty. Not fuch as ex- 
cludes. a Truuty, which he ſo plainly 


affirms, and with ſuch diſtin&tion , as | 


his affirmations concerning it imply, 
and make. requiſite, 

[ further judge that tho the Scripture 
do not expreſly aſcribe {1mplicity to the 
teing of God, as a, natural excellency, they 
ſay that which implies ir, as ſuch, to 
belong to him; as when they bring 
him in ſaying of; himſelf 1 am what 1 
am, This. muſt imply his nature tg. ex- 
clude. every, thing that, is alien from it 
felf I rake it, as is ſignifies ( belides a 
maral,). 2\meer natural; excellency, to unpart 
a, moft perfect, purity. of- efſence, Anh 
underſtand, that &@ be prurww, which is 
plenum: fi; and quad: while babet: afient; 1 


do | 
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do- therefore take the natural ſmmplicity 


ay. I of the: divine Being to exclude the in- 


prediency of any thing chat can infer 
n it, conftict, decay, change, diſturbance or 
infelicity in the leaſt degree ; and to in- 
clude whatſoever infers the contraries 
of all theſe; ſerenity, tranquillity, harme- 
m, ſtabilty, delight, and joy, in high- 
eſt Perfection ; as weeſſity of exiſtence al- 
ſo doth ; and that for all this, it by no 
means needs to exclude a Trinity, but 
to include it rather. 

Bur IT judge humane (and even all 
created) Minds very incompetent Judges 
of the divine ſimplicity, We know not 
what the divine nature may include con- 
ſitently with its own perfection, nor 
what it muſt, as neceſſary thereto. Our 


ge is no judge of corporeal ſimplicity. In 


darkneſs it . dilcerns nothing but famplis 
ay, without diſtinftion of things. In 
more dusky light the whole Horiſon ap- 
pears moſt ſimple, and every where 
like it ſelf. In brighter light, we per- 
ceive great varieties, and much: greater 


if 
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if a- Microſcope afliſt our Eye. But of 
all the aerial people that repleniſh the 
Region ( except rare appearances ty 
very few) we fee none. Here wan 
not Objects, but a finer Eye. | 

'Tis — at this rate with our Md; 
in beholding the /piritual Sphere of Be. 
ings, moſt of all the uncreated, which is re- 
moreſt, and furtheſt above, out of our ſight. 

We. behold Siplicity ! and wha 
do we make of that? vaſt undiſtin 
guiſht Vacuity ! ſad, immenſe Solitude! 
only this at firſt view. If we dray 
nearer, and fix our Eye, we think we 
apprehend ſomewhat, but dubioully hal: 
lucinate, as the half.cur'd Blind man did, 


when he thought he law Men like Trees, | 


But if a Voice which we acknowledy! 
Divine ſpeak to us out of the profoun 
abyſs, and tell us of gratefull varieties 


and diſtinctions in it ; Good God ! {halll 


we not believe it? Or ſhall we ſay w 
clearly, ſee that is not, which - only we 
not ſee? This ſeems like ſomeryhat 
worle. than blindneſs! . 


Now follow the Letters. 
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LETTERS 


Dr. WALLIS, 


Sent in 1691. 
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Letra: þ 


S 1 R, 

Could much pleaſe my ſelf in re- 

volving in my own mind the very 
relpectful Thoughts and Veneration | 
| have long had tor you, and jn, Con- 
verting with the grateful and enter- 
taining Idea which 1 have not abitrari- 
ly, bur, by your irreſiſtible impolitjon 
received 3 and, retained ; of, you many 


G Yeats 
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Years, on the account of your former 


moſt. uſeful and acceptable Performan- 
ces, and which is both renewed and 
beiphtened greatly by your late, clear, 
prudent, and pioully modeſt Diſcour- 
{es ( both Letters and Sermons) of that 
awtul Myſtery [_the Trinity in the God- 
head. | Bur as I can neither ſatisfie my 
ſelf of the firneſs of making an Encomt- 
un of you the matter of a Letter to 
zour ſelf ; ſo nor can I hope to pleaſe 


ou by doing a thing im it ſelf fo inept, | 


and fo inſignificant to you. ] thall ber- 
ter do both, if I ſhall offer any thing 


to you coricerning this mentioned Sub: | 
ject, zour further conſideration whereof | 


may prove a further benefit to the 
World. | 

In whit you have already (aid con- 
certiing it, you have uſed that, geat 
Caution, and fo well 'guarded Your 
felf, as ior fo far as I'can apprehend, 
to give an ad yerfary in this ſingle point, the 
leaſt advantage. Thar "Which TI would 
in the 'general, humbly” offer, is, Whe- 


ther 
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ther you have ſaid ſo much as with 
ſafety might be ſaid, and as the Caſe may 
require, for the gaining of a juſt advan= 
tage to the common Chriſtian Cauſe, 

We defign, in fight, not only to keep 
our ſelves ſafe, but to overcome, and not 
in prelio only, but im bello. In Wars, 
indeed of this ſort, both our own ſafety 
and victory, are leſs to be valued than 
truth. Which, being of a piece, can be 
injured in no part, withour ſome dam- 


mage to the whole frame of congene- 


rous ruth. And as it 1s very pofſi- 
ble, while an Enemy is withſtood at- 


 tacking ſome one Fort, a greater loſs ma 


not be provided againtt elſewhere ; it 


| may fo fall out in Aﬀairs of this kind 


too, that the Care of defending ſome 
me Truth may be accompany d with a 
preſent not attending to the jeopardy 
of divers others. 

The nearer. we approach an Adver- 
lary ( within juſt limits) in theſe ratio- 
nal decertatians, the leſs he can have 


. | o'lay agajaſt us. Bur being well. re- 
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loved our felves about the main point 
of diſagreement, we then take Care 
not to come lo near, as to fall in with 
him, paſs into his Tents, and give a- 
way our main Caule. 

| am ( worthieſt Sir ) far from aflu- 
ming lo ninch to my lelt, or detracting 
ſo much from you, as to give a judg 


ment that this really is done in your 
Ditcouries about the "Trinity. 1 only 


iubmic 1t to your own molt penetra- 
ting judgment, what may be further 
requiſite and poſſible in this matcer, to 
rake away any appearances hereof, and 
revent ill contequences that may too 


ealtly enſue. 


I have, for my own part, long im-J 


pos'd it upon my telt to abitain trom 
any poſitive Conceptions concerning the 
Godhead, beyond what 1 find exprellj 
contain'd in the divine revelation, or what 
the reaſon of things, either antecedent 
ly thereto, or conlequentially there 


upon, doth moſt evidently pertwade and 


require ; and do. greatly approve the 
ſame 
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ame caution, which I cannot but ob- 
ſerve with you. Bur delire it may 
be weigh'd whether ſuch meaſures may 
not, and muſt nor lead us further. 

As for the word perſon, you prudent- 
ly profeis not to be fond of ir, the 
thing being agreed, tho you allo tru- 
ly judge ic a good word, and fuſhci- 
ently warranted. 

For the Notion ſignity'd by ir, you 
all along ſcem to decline thac of the 
Schools, or the Metaphyſical one, which, 
you know, makes It to be a rational ( or 
intelligent ) /uppoſitum; and to take up 
| with ( what I] think | may, wanting a 
fitter, 4.e, a more comprehenſive word, 


Þ call) the Civil Notion of it; which will 


allow the ſame man to be capable of 
luitaiving rhree or more perſons, ſuppo- 
ling his circumſtances or qualifications 
to be ſuch or ſuch, as to that purpole 
you ſpeak both in your Letters and 
Sermons. 


Now whereas you have allo rold 
us, Letter 1. that by perſonality you mean 
b4 tizat 
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that diſtinftion ( whatever it be ) by 
which the three perſons are diftinguiſh- 
ed each from other; that which, with 
oreat ſubmiſſhon, and molt protound re- 
ipect to you, | propole ro your fur- 


ther Conlideration, will be capable of 


being relolved into theſe rwo Enqui- 
ries. | 

1. Whether only ſuch a diſtinction 
of the Divine Perſons, as this amounts 
to, will be ſufficient to found the ſeverd 
attributions which the Holy Scriptures give 
diſtinctly and feverally to them, and 
to preſerve the Scheme of Chriſtian Re- 
lioion entire, which is wont to be -de- 


O _ "HIS 
duced from thele Sacred Writings. 


2. Whether ſome further diſtinRion 
may not be admitted as poſſible, con- 
fſtently with the falved unity of the 
Gadhead. 

As to the former, 1. Whereas you 
think the word Perſon to be a good 
word, and ſuf fictently warranted by Scrip 
ture, Heb. 1. 3. where the Son is called tht 
expreſs Image of his Father's Perſon ; ds 
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ledging that ſo we render the word Hypoz 
ſtafis which is there uſed, and do mean by 
it what you think to be there meant ; I de- 
fire you would pleale ro conſider whe- 
ther the word Hypoſtaſis, according to 
the common ule of ic will admit to be 
ſo taken, as you explain your felt to 
mean by the word Perſon. For tho 
the Latine word perſons, as you ſay, ac- 
cording to the true and ancient lenſe, 
may well enough admit to be fo ta- 
ken, as that the ſame Man might ſuſtain 
three perſons, 1 offer it to your re-confide- 
ration, whether ever you have oblerv'd 
the word Hypoſtaſts, in any fort of Au- 
thors, when it {igniftes any Perfon ar 
all ( for I know thar ir frequently f1g- 
niftes ſomewhat elſe than a Perſon) to 
be taken in that ſenſe. And whether 
owe Hypoſtaſis fo taken as it uſes to be 
when it ſ1gnifies a Perſon, may net be 
capable of luſtaining three of thoſe Per- 
lons which you here deſcribe. And 
whether, according to this ſenſe you 
mean not God to be only one ſuch Hs 


p toſtaſis. G 4 2. Be | ® 
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2. Be pleasd further hereupon to 
conſider how well it agrees wich this 
ſuppoſition of God's Being but one Hy: 
poſtaſts, or intelligent ſuppoſitum, lo fre- 
quently ro ſpeak, as the Holy Scrip- 
tures do of the Father, Son or Word, the 
Spirit or Holy Ghoſt, as three diſtin& 
I's or Hes. The Lord poſſeſſed me ( as 
the Divine Word or Witdom 1s brought 


in ſpeaking ) m the beginning of his way, 


— ] was ſet up from everlaſting, Prov. 8, 
22, 23. When he prepared the Heavens 
I was there, verl. 27. 
by him, wr. 20, &c. The Word — was 
with Ged, Toh. 1. 1. He was in the World, 
verl. 10.: We beheld his glory, verl. 14. 
And of the Spirit, He dwi!:rbh with you, 
Joh. 14. 17. The Holy Ghoſt whom the 
Father will fend i: my name, He ſhall 
teach you all things, verl. 26. And whom 
T will fend you from the Father, he [hall 
teſtifie of me, Chap. 15. 26. And Ht 'en 
he is come, he will reprove the World 
Ch. 16. 8. And the obſervation ſeems 
to me as weighty, as it is tual, that, 
in 


Then was | 
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in ſome of the mentioned Chapters 
the ſomewhat hard Symtheſis of conſtru- 


: [ing #irs with 73a (even where mezxal® 


is not the nearer Suppoſitum, bur, in one 
place, a very remote one, (and one 
would think too remote to be referr'd 
to <. werſ. 13, 14.) 1s rather choſen 
to be uled than that the Spirit ſhould 
not be ſpoken of as a diſtin& be, or 
rather than he ſhould be called #, 
(which could not ſo fitly notifie a Per- 
ſon.) If the ſame man were a King, 


Ja General, and a Father, I doubt whe- 


ther that would give ſufficient ground 
to his ' being called He, and He, and 
He. . 
2. Burt the diſtin& Predicates ſpoken 
of the three Sacred Perſons in the God- 
head ſeem much more to challenge a 
oreater diſtinction of the Perſons than 
your Notion of a Perſo: doth ſeem to 
admit, That of ſending, and being ſent, 
|poken ſo often of, the firſt in refe- 
rence to the ſecond, and of the firſt and 
ſecond in reference to the third, as not 
tO 
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to need the quoting of places. If the 
ſame man were a King, a General, and 
a Judge, methinks it would not well 
ſquare with the uſual forms of ſpeak- 
ing among Men (and God ſpeaks to 
Men as Men ) to ſay, that, as the firſt, 
he ſends the two latter, that is himſelf. 

And one would think our being re- 


quired to be Baptized in the diſtinq | 


Names of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt ſhould fignifie ſome greater di- 
ſtinction. | 

As allo that three are ſaid to bear 
Witneſs in Heaven, | doubt that in a 
Caule wherein our Law requires two 
or more Witneſſes, the ſame Man that 
ſhould be a Father, a Brother, and a 
Son, would ſcarce thereupon be admit- 
red tor three Witneſſes. 

And how the Incarnation of the Son 
can be underſtood according to your 
Notion of Perſon, without the Father: 
and Holy Ghoſts Incarnation alla, I con- 
feſs I cannot apprehend. Your Notion 
of a Perſon contradiſtin&t to the Scho- 


laftick 
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ſtick Notion, as was ſaid before, ſeems 
to leave the Godhead to be but one 
lypoſtaſis, or Perſon in the latter ſenſe, 
How then are we to conceive of the 
bypoſtatical union * The aſſumed Nature 
will be as much hypoſtatically united with 
the Father, or the Szirit, as with the 
Son. 

3. And doth not this civil, or meerly 
reſpetive Notion of a Perſon, the other 
being let, fall in with the Antitrinitari- 
an * Will it not make us Unitarians on- 
ly, as they affect to call themſelves ? 
Would any of them who (as you are 
pleas'd to take notice Letter 6. p. 1,2.) 
lay, none but a Mad-man would deny there 
may be three Perſons in God, have been 
ſo mad ( not yet profeſling themſelves 
Converts ) as to ſay lo, if they had not 
ſuppos'd their Cauſe not hurt by this 
Notion of a Perſon? For, (as you well 
lay, Letter 1.) we need not be fond of 
words, ſo the thing be agreed, ſo have they 
equal reaſon to ſay, we need not be afraid 
of words, if in the ſenſe you agree with us. 


And 
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And with one /ort of them I only deſire 
you to conliaer how great an appear- 

. ance the aſſerting only of three Perſons, 
in the one ſenſe, quitting the other, will 
carry off an agreement ? 

And have they not all the adyan- 
rage left them which they eek in ar- 
guing againſt the ſatisfaftion made by 
our Saviour from the neceſſity of an 
alterity, that in the buſineſs of making 
ſatisfaction there muſt be alter atque 
alter, One who latisfies, and another who 
is fatisfyd. I do very well know, 
what Inſtances are brought of humane 
Rulers making ſatisfaction for  Delin- 
quents, but there is no parity in the 
Caſes. They bing themſelves Debtors 
to the governed Community, as God 
is not, who hath with moſt undoubted 
righteouſneſs made all things for him- 
ſelf. 

4. And conhider whether by your 
Notion of a Perſon you forſake not 
the generality of them, who have gone, 
as to this point, under the repute . of 
. Ortho- 
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Orthodox ? Who no doubt have: un- 
derſtood by three Perſons, three intelli- 
gent Hypoſtaſes; tho' they have differ'd 
in thinking, /ome of them, that only a 
rein imigfius Was the genitum or ſpira- 
tum as to the two latter; ( a notion 
that is either roo fine, or too little fo- 
lid, for fome Minds to graſp, or take 
any hold of. ) Others that the divine 
Nature might it felt be ſome way laid 
to be communicated to them. But I 
als to the 

[1* Enquiry : Whether ſome further 
diſtinction may not be admitted as poſ- 


ſible 


The only thing that ſtraitens us 
here, is the moſt unqueſtionable wnity 
or unicity (as we may call it) of the 
Godbead. Which, it it cannot be other- 
wile. defended, I muſt yer for my part, 
notwithſtanding, theſe hardſhips (and 
I know no man with whom TI could 
do it with more , inclination.) fall in 
with you. But I muſt crave it of you 
ſo far to fall in with you know not 
who, 
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who, as to apply your clearer mind, as, 
} do my more cloudy one, to conſider 
whether it can or no ? 

You will here ſay further than what ? 
and what would I have further ? 

To the former of thele, I only (ay, 
furcher than the aſſerting, in very deed, 
but one Hypoſtafis in the Godhead, di- 
ſtinguiſhed no otherwiſe into three, 
than by certain relative capacities, like 
thole which may among men be 
ſuſtain d by ow and the ſame man; 
and which diſtin&tion, as you after 
add, is analogous to what, m created be: 
ings, is called diſtinftio modatis. 

To 'the latter, I deſire you to ob- 
ſerve what 1 generally propoſe, not 
that we -may poſitively aſſert any fur- 
ther determmate diſtinEtion as certain and 
frown; 'but only whether we may not 
admic ſome further diſtinftion to be 
poſſible, in \conſiſtency with the Unity 
of the Godhead. '1'do equally deteſt and 
dread to: ſpeak with: raſh and 'perem- 
prory''confidence: bout things * both fo 


Myſteri. |” 
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Myſterious and ſo Sacred. But may 
we not modeſtly ſay, that it to thar 
0xconomy which God hath repreſented 
himſelf in his Word, to bear, and keep 
afoot, towards his Creatures, any fur- 
ther diſtinction than hath been afſign- 
ed is neceſſary, it is alſo poſſible, and 
may be, for ought we know (if in- 
deed we know nothing to the contra- 
ry.) What is impoſſible we are ure 
cannot be neceſsary. But God himlſelf 
beſt, and only knows his own nature, 
and what his own meaning is in the 
repreſetitation he hath made to us. If 
we ſincerely aim to underſtand his 
meaning, that we may bear our {elves 
rowards him accordingly, he will vvith 
mercifull indulgence conſider our ſhort- 
or miſ-apprehenfions. But vve need not 
lay there is not this or that diftin&ion, 


1t really vve do not knovy there is 


hor. While vve' knovy fo little 'of na- 
tures intetiour 'ro out 'ovyn, and even 
of our 'dvvn nature, and hovy things 
are diſtitigutſhed "har belong to ' our 
__ 7 ſelves 
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ſelves, vve have little reaſon to be ſhy 
of confeſſing ignorance about the Nx 
ture of God. 

Therefore I moſt intirely agree to 
the rvvo Concluſions of the Ingeniou 
I. 7. vyherevvith he concludes his Let- 
ter. But in the mean time ( and pur: 
ſuantly enough therero) cannot but 
doubt the concludingneſs of his very 
acute realonings againſt, at leaſt, ſome 
of the expreſſions of that learned Per- 


ſon ( Dr. Sherl.) vvhich he animadvert 


upon, as, I perceive you allo do p. 16 
of your 7 Letter. And even W. |, 
himlelf: for vvith a pious modeſty 'he 
tells us — concerning infinite Natures 
he preſumes nor to determine. Letter 
+ | 

 Whathe objects againſt that Author 


having ſaid the divine Perſons are thre | 


begs really diſtin& ( vyherein I inſtance, 
not intending to run thorough that ela- 
borate Letter ) that. then there muſt be 
three. diſtinct; Eflences — ſeems to me 
@ mp. .1 doubt, not the Author vyll 


ealilyſ 
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caſily admit it. But whac will be the 
conlequence ? That therefore there are 
three Deities * That cannor be hi mean- 
ing, nor be conſequent from it, if he 
only mean that the Deity comprehends 
in ic three ſuch eſſences. 'If indeed he 
think thoſe three beinzs are as diſtinct 
as 'Peter, James, and John; what is ſaid 
by W. 7. againſt him, I think irretra- 
gable, that then they are no orherwile 
one, than Peter, James and John; and by 


' him againſt himlelt; for Peter, James 


and Jokn are not mutually /elf-conſctons, 
as they are aſſerted ro be, which mu- 
tual (elf. conſciouſneſs, fince ic is ſuppo- 
led ro make the three divine Perlons 
one, cannot be ſuppoſed to leave them 
lo diſtinct, as they are with whom it 
1s not found. | 

As to what is obſerved of the de- 
jetive expreſſion of this unitive Principle 
by the word conſciouſneſs, that bare Conſcis 
ouſneſs, without conſent, is no more than bare 
Omniſciency. Sure it is not ſo much. For 
Conſciouſneſs doth not ſ1gnifte Omni- 
H (ciency. 
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{ciency. We are conſcious to our (elves, 
yet are not omnuicient. But I reckon, 
(as I find he allo doth) that even co: 
ſent added to conſciouſneſs , would yet 
leave the expreſſion detective, and {till 
want the wnfying power which: is fought 
after. For it would infer no more than 
a {ort of moral unio:, which mn the kind 
of it, may be found among men, be- 
tween whom there is {lo little of natural 
union ( {peaking of the numerical na- 
ture ) that they are actually ſepa- 
rate. 

But now may we not {uppole ( as 
that which is poſſible, and actually is, 
( for ought we know ) what may be 
fundamental to both Conſciouſneſs and 
Conſent, a natura! union even of the nn- 
merical natures * Such an www would 
not infer an Unity, or Identity of thele 
Natures, Eſſences, Subſtances, or Be- 
INgs themlelves. For as W. 7. hath 
well argued, Letter, p. 5, 6. Subſtances 
upon Union are not confounded or identi 
fy'd, or brought to unity, of Subſtance, but 


CON- 
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continurig numerically diftine® Subſtances 
acquire jome mutual community. or communt- 
cation 'of operations, &c. And deferring 
the coniideration a while | what this 
would {1gnite towards the nity, not- 
wichſtanding, of the Godbead, © fhail 
take notice how accommodately to our 
preſent purpole W. }. ipeaks in what 
tolloiws, where mnſtancng a - the chief unt- 
ons that are known to us, he lays, Our 
Soul and Body are two ſul{tances really di- 
ſun, and m cloſe union with one another, 
But notwithitandiag this, they conti- 
nue 4iftmet {u5ſtances under that union. In 
ke manner the humane ſoul of Chriſt 1s in 


.tou02 wit the Logos, or ſecond Perſon 


of the Trinty, which -we call an bypoſtatt- 
cal Uruon, But neither doth this unton make 
an wiuiy of ſubſtance, For the two ſubſtan- 
ces. of - the divine and humane natures cons 
time | diſtin&# under that union, *Tis true, 
he: addes, which: muſt not be- allowed in 
the Unity: of the Godhead, where there car 
be\ no plurality or multiplicity of . fubſthaces; 
Nor 'do- I ſay that it muſt, I only fay 
H 2 Do 
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Do we know, or are we ſure there is 


..n0 ſort of Plurality ? | 


But if. we are ſure that there are 
temporal unions (z. e. begun in time) 
as in our felves for inſtance, of two 
ſubſtances that make but one man, 
and in our Saviour an humane nature 
and divine that make but one Emma: 
nuel, How do we know but that there 
may be three in the Godhead that-make 
but one God ? And the rather, becaule 
this being ſuppoſed, it muſt allo be 
ſuppoled that they are neceſsarily and 
eternally united, and with a conjun& na- 
tural impoſſibility of ever being, or 
having been otherwiſe, whereot the 
abſolure immurability of God mult up- 
on that {uppolition moſt certainly al. 
ſure us. And ſuch a ſuppoled union 
will be moſt remote from making the 
Deity an aggregate. And for any thing 
of compoſition, I reckon we are moſt 
 ftrictly bound to believe every. thing 
of the moſt perfe&+ ſimplicity of the Dt 
vine Being which his Word informs - 
TE! k of, 
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of, and to aſſent to every thing thar is. 
wich plain evidence demonſtrable of ir. 
Bur not every thing which the Schools 
would impoſe upon us, without fuch 
yon or evidence, For as non? Cat 
know the things of a Man, but the Spirit 
of Man wh ich is in him, 'þ nor can any 
know te things of God, "but the Spirit of 
God. Nor can | think the Argument 
concluding from the imperfeFion of a 
Being, in which dittin&t things -concur 
that were ſeperate, or are de novo united, 
ro the imperſefion of a being, in which 
things ſome-way diſtin are neceſſarily 
and eternally felf-united. Nor can there- 
fore agree with W. 7. that we are to 
look ( univerlally ) upon real diſtin&ton 
as a mark of ſeparability ; or that clear 
and d:ſtin& conception is to us the rule 
of partibility, For tho 1 will not affirm 
that to be the ſtate of all created Spirits ; 
yet I cannot deny it to be poſlible that 
God might have created ſuch a being, 
as {ſhould have in it diitinct (aſſignable) 
pon all- of them ellential to ir, and 
H 3 not 
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not ſeparable trom is without the ceſſa- 
tion of the whole. But now, as | the 
acceſſion of the humane Nature to the 
divine in the bypoſtatical. uuon infers no 
imperfection to the divine, ſo much leis 
would what things: we may ſuppole 
narurally, neceſlarily, and eternally uni- 
ted in the Godhead inter any impe fetti- 
on therem. | 

I eatlly admit what is ſaid by W. 7, 
Letrer pag. 8. That we have nq bet- 
ter "definazan oft God, than that he i; 
[ a Spirit infigitely | verfec | Bur then, 
being lo far taught by himſelf my con- 
ception of him, I muit include in it, 
this crinal diitiaction, or a triple Jon ke 
which he affirms of SBA} and with- 
out which, ,or any one whereof, he 
Were nat infioirely periect, and conle- 
quently not Ggd, and that all together 
do make oue God. As you moſt aptly 
hay of Your: .reſemblance-of him, a Cube, 
there /aje,in_it; three, dimenſions; rruly 
diſtinct. tom. each: ocher, yet 2ll- thele 
are. bur ay Ces 29d it ANY, ong: of the 
Fi three 
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three were wanting, it were not a 
Cube. 

Ser this down then for the Notion 
of God, that he is a Spirit infinitely 
perfeft, comprehending in that omni- 
modous Perfection a trmal diſtinftion, or 
three perſons truly diſtin, each whereof 
is God, Whar will be the conlequence ? 
that therefore there are three God; * Not 
at all, but thar each of theſe partaking 
Divine Nature give us an adequate, and 
all rogether a moſt pertedtly adequate 
and entire Notion of God. 

Nor would the Language of this 
Hypothefis being preit to ipeak our 
(as he lays in Is Letter) be this —thele 
are not fit to be called three Gods ; but 
not #9//ible ( with any truth) to be fo 
called. 

And whereas he after tells us theſe 
three being united by ſ1militude of Na- 
ture, mutual conſciouſneſs, conſent, co- 
operation under the greatelt union poſſi- 
ble; and in that ſtare of union do 
conſtitute the » #, che entire all-com- 


H 4 pre- 
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prehenſive Godhead, and adds, this looks 
ſomewhat like a conceivable thing. To 
this I Note two things: 1. That he 
makes it not look like ſo concetvable a 
thing, asit really may do. For he leaves 
out the moſt important thing that was 
as ſuppolable as any of the reſt, and 
pr.or to a meer funilitude, viz. a natural 
1niou of thele ( ſuppoled ) diſtin eſlen- 
ces, without which they are not under 
the grearel{t union poſſible ; and which, 
being ſuppoled neceſſary, .and eternal, 
cannot admit theſe thould be more 
than one Gad, 


2. | note that what he oppoles to it 
( lo defectively reprelented ) is as dete- 
Etive, that the Chriſtian "Trinity doth 
not ule to be repreſented thus, exc. What 
hurt is there in it, if it can be more 
intelligibly repeeſerned than hath been 
nſed ? 

But his gentle treatment of this hypo- 
theſis, which he thought, as he repre- 
ſents it, nor altogerher vpinetighhts, 

| an 
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and which with ſome help-may -be 
more intelligible, became one  en* 
quiring what might moſt ſafely, and 
with ieaſt torture to our own minds, 
be ſaid, or thought in ſo awful a My- 
ery. It however ſeems not proper to 
call this- an hypojtatical union — much 
leſs ro ſay it amounts to no more, It 
amounts not to ſo much. For an hy- 
poſtarical or perſonal union would make 
the terms muted ( the wta, the things or 
ſomcwhats under this union ) become 
by it oze hypoſtaſis or perſon ; whereas 
this ion nauſt leave them diſtinCt pers 
ſons or bypoſtaſes, but makes them one 
God. In the ule of the Phrale hypoſtatis 
cal or perſonal nnion the denomination 1s 
not taken from the ſubj2& of the union, 
as if the deſign were to fignifie that to 
be divers hypoſtaſes, Or perſons, but from 
the effeft or reſult of the mentioned union, 
to ſignifie that which reſults to be one 
perſon or bypoſtaſis. As the matter is plain | 
in the inſtance wherein it is of moſt no- 
red uſe, the caſe of the two Natures uni- 


ted 
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ted in the one Perſon of the Son of | 


God; where the things uniced are not 
ſuppoſed to be two Perſons, but two Ne: 
tures ſo conjoyn d, as yet to make but 
one perſon, which therefore is the Nega- 
tive reſult or effect of the union, viz, 
that the perſon is not multiply'd by the 
acceſſion of another Nature, but re- 
mains {till only one. Bur this were an 
union quite of another kind, viz, of the 
three hypoſtaſes, till remaining diſtin, and 
concurring ,” one Godhead. And may 
not this be ſ{uppoled without prejudice 
to its Perfection. 

For the Schools themlelves ſuppole 
themielves not to admit a compolition 
prejudicial to the Periection of the God- 
head, when they admit three modes of 
ſubſiſtence, which are diſtin&t from one 
another, and from the Godhead, which 
they muſt admit. For if each of them 
were the very Godhead, each of them 
| (a$4 is. urged againſt us by you know 
who ) muſt have three Perſons belong- 
ing to it, as the Godhead hath. And 


yout | 
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jour {elf acknowledge three ſomewhats in 
the Godhead diſtinct, or elſe they could 


: [not be three : I will not here urge that 


if they be three ſomewhats, they muſt 
be three things, not three nothings z 
for however uneaſle it is to aflign a 
Medium between ſomething and nothing,» 
| ſhall wave that Metaphyſical conteſt. 
But yer collect, that ſampluity in the ye- 
ry ſtricteſt ſenle that can be conceiv'd, 
is not, in your account, to be alcribed to 
God, either according to his own word, 
or the reaſon of things. 

It may here be urged, how can we 
conceive this Natural Union ( as I have . 
adventur'd to Phraſe it ) of the three 
Perſons, (uppoling them diſtin& things, 
ſubſtances, ' or Spirits * Is fuch an Union 
conceivable, as ſhall make them be but 
ome God, and not be ſuch, as ſhall make 
them ceaſe to be three diſtin things; 
ſubſtances, or Spirits ? We find: indeed 
the mentioned unions of - Saut 'and'i Bei 
in-ouv:felves, and of the two Nathres- iti 
Chit conſiftent'enough with manifeſt 
1997 diſtini- 
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diſtintion ; but then the things united 
are in themſelves of moſt different Na. 
tures. Bur if things of ſo congenerous 
2 Nature be united, - will not their dj 
ſtintion be loſt in their union ? 

I an{wer, 1. That a Spirit and 1 
«Spirit are numerically as diſtinct, as a 
Body and a Spirit. And, 2. That we 
may certainly conceive it as poſſible to 
God to have united two or three crea- 
ted Spirits, and by as ſtrict union as is 
between our Souls and Bodies, without 
confounding them ; and I reckon the 
union berween our Souls and Bodies 
much more wonderful than that would 
have been. Why then is an unmade, 
uncreated union of three Spirits leſs con- 
ceivable as that which is to be_ prelup- 
poſed. to their mutual conſcioulnels ? 

. I ſhall not move, or meddle with, 
any Controverſie about the Infinity of 
theſe three ſuppoſed Subſtances or Spi- 
rits, it being acknowledged on all hands 
that Contemplations of that kind can- 
not but be above our meaſure. And 


well 
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well knowing how much eaſter it js to 
puzzle oneſelf upon that Queſtion, 4n poſſit 
dari infinitum infruto infinitius, than to 
ſpeak latisfyingly, and unexceptionably 
about it to another. | 
And tho' I will not ule the expreſſi- 
ons, as {ignifying my formed judgment, 
that there' are three things, ſubſtances, or 
Spirits in the Godhead ( as you that there 
are three ſomewbats-) yet, as | have man 
Years thought, I .do ſtill think that 
what - the learned W. 7. doth but more 
lightly touch of the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt being produced ( which term I uſe, 
bur reciting it, as he doth ) not by a 
voluntary 'external, but by an internal, 
neceſlary, and emanative AR, hath great 
weight in 1t. ao | 
la ſhort my ſenſe hath long lain 
thus, and I ſubmit- it 'to your ſearchin 
and candid Judgment, Viz,” That tho? 
we need not have determinate thoughts, 
how far the - Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt 
are diſtinguiſhed ;. yet we muſt conceive 
them 'im:the general to be ſo far 'diſtih- 
guilhed, 
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grilbed, as is really neceſſary to the 
ounding the diftin& attributions -which 
the Scriptures do diſtinctly give them, 
And that whatever diſtinction is truly 
neceſſary to that purpole, will yer nor 
hinder the two latters participation with 
the firſt in the Godhead, which can be 
but orie, becauſe that tho' we are led 
by plain Scripture, and the very import 
of that , word, to conceive of the Fa- 
ther as the Fountain, yer the- Son being 
from him, and the Holy Ghoſt from them 
both, nor contingently, or dependently 
ON will and pleaſure ; bur by eternal, 
natural, necefſary promanation, theſe rwo 
latter are infioxely diſtinguiſh from the 
whole Creation. Inalmuch as all Crea- 
tures are contingent beings, or depen- 
dent upon will and pleature, asthe Cha- 
racer. 1s givers us. of: created things, Rev. 
4 11+, thou haſt made all things, and for 
thy. pleaſure. they are -aptd were created. Burt 
that whatever is What 1t. is neceſſarily 
is God.,, For I have; no doubr., bur the 
Dreams, of. ſome, more anciently,: and 


t, i 672 
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of late, concerning neceſſary matter, and 
the Sophiſms of Spmoſa and ſome others, 
tending to prove the neceſſity and' identi 
ty of all ſubſtance are ( with what they 
aim to evince) demonſtrably talle. 
The Summe of all will be this, - 

1. That we can be more certain of 
nothing than that chere ts but one God. 

2. We are molt ſure the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt are lufficiently diſtin- 
guiſhed to give a jult ground to the di- 
{int attributions, which are in Scrip- 
ture {everally given to them. 

. We are not ſure what that ſufh- 
cient diſtinRtion 1s ( wherein I find you 
laying with me over and over) But 
whereas you rightly make the word per- 
/on applicable ro God, bur in a ſenſe 
analogous to that which obtains of i 
with men; why may it not be ſaid it may 
be firly applicable, for ought we know, in a 
ſenſe analogous to that notion of it among 
men, which makes a perſon ſignify an in- 
telligent. hypoſta(1s, and ſo three diſtin&t 
perſons, three diſtinct intelligent hypo- 
taſes. 4. But 
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4. But if that ſufficient diſtinFion can 
be no leſs, than that there. be in the 
Godhead, three diſtin intelligent hy. 
poſtaſes, each having its own diſtin& 
iingular incelligent nature, with its pro- 
per perlonality belonging to it, we know 
nothing to the contrary, but rhat the 
neceſſary eternal nature of the God- 
head may admit .thereot. If any can 


from plain Scripture reftimony, or co- 


gent reajon evince the contrary, ler 
the evidence be produced. In the 
mean time we need not impoſe up- 
on our ſelves any formal denial of it. 
5. It the contrary can be evidenced, 
and that hereupon ic be deligned to 
conclude that there can be but one in- 
relligent hypoltaſisin the Godhead, and 
therefore that the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt are but creatures, the laſt retuge 
muſt- be ro deny the former conle- 
uence, and to alledge thar tho the ſame 
Sins ſingular nature cannot well be un- 
deritood to remain entirely to one, and 
be communicated entirely to' another, 
| and 


I. 
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and another, the caſe will not be the . 
fame ſpeaking of an infinite Nature, 
STR, 

If what is here ſaid ſhall occaſion to 
you. any new thoughts that you ſhall 
judge may be of common ule, [ con- 
 ceive there will be no need of Publith- 
ing my Letter, but only that you be 
plealed to comunicate your own Senti- 
ments, as from your felt, which will 
have ſo much the more of Authority 
and Uſefulneſs with them. The moſt 
conſiderable thing that I have hinted, is 
the neceſſary Promanation of the Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, that muſt diſtinguiſh 
them from contingent Beings, and ſo 
trom Creatures; which if you think im- 
proveable to any good purpole, as it 
hath been with me a Thought many 
years old, fo 1 ſuppole it not new to you, 
and being, now reſumed by you, upon 
this occaſion, you will eafily cultivate it 
to better advantage than any words of 
mine can give” it. 


Bur if you think ir adviſeable that any 


[ part 
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Part of my-Letter be Publiſhed, if [you 
Pleaſe to hgnifie your mind: to that put- 
Pole in one Line to . marked 
it will come Sealed to my 
view, and will give Opportunity - of 
offering my Thoughts ro you, what 
parts | would have tuppreſt, which will 
be ſuch only, as ſhall leave the reſt the 
fuller Teſtimony of my being, 


SIR), 
Your moſt ſincere Honourer and moſt 


reſpeiful Humble Servant, 
Anonym. 


Poirets method of proving a Trinity in 
the Godbead, tho' it call it ſelf Mas 
thematica! or Geometrical, is with me 
much leſs convictive, than the plain 
Scriptural way. | 


I ee re rn” 


LETTER LL. 


"77 
\ Our Eighth Letter happening to 


come to my View before it was 
printed 


——_—_——_—_—_—_—_— 


to 
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printed. off, I have the Opportunity of 
aking Notice to you that it quite mil- 
repreſents the intent of the Letter to you 
ſubſcribed Anonymous, which it makes to 
be the defending or excuſing fome Ex- 
preſſions of Dr. Sherlock's; which indeed 
was the leaſt conliderable thing, if it 
were any thing art all in the deſign of 
that Letter, and not altogether acciden- 
tal to it. The true deſign of it was, 
that there might be a clearer Foundati- 
on aſſerted ( as poſſible at leaſt ) to the 
Doctrine of the Incarnation and Satisfa- 
ion of the Son of God. Nor can the 
forte quod fic, here be ſolved by the 
forte quod non, the Exigency of the Caſe 
being ſuch, as that if more be poſſible, it 
will be highly requiſite ; and that it can- 
not well be avoided to aſſert more, unleſs 
It can be clearly evinced that more is im- 
poſſible. Nor yet 1s it neceſſary to de- 
termine how much more is neceſſary. 
But not only the commonly receiv'd 
frame of Chriſtian Daftrine, doth ſem to 
require ſomewhat-beyond: what the meer 


I 2 civil 
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civil or reſpeive Notion of the word Per: 


Jon imports ; bur alſo the plain Letter 


of Scripture, which ſays Heb. 1.3. that 
the Son is the expreſs Image of the Fa- 
thers hypoſtaſis, which ſeems to ſigni: 
fie there are two Hyyoſtaſes, and other 
Scriptures ſeem to {ay enough, whence 
we may with parity of Reaſon colle& 
a third, Now that Letter intimates, | 
think, ſufficient matter of doubt, whether 
hypoſtaſis doth not ſ1gnibe much more 
than Perſon, in your lenle. 

_ The principal thing thar Letter humbly 
offer'd to conlideration | 1. e. whether, 
ſuppoſing a greater diltin&tion than you 
have affign'd be neceſſary, it may not be 
defended, by the juſt ſuppoſal that the 
promanation of the fecond or third Per- 
fons (-or hypoſtaſes rather ) howloever di- 
vers they are, is by natural eternal neceſſt 
ty, not contingent, or depending upon wil 
and pleaſure, as all created Being is and 
doth |] is altogether waved. That Let- 
ter was - written with deſign of giving 
you the occaſion ot. conlidering what 
(8 x7 might 
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{ might be ; further requiſite and poſſible ro 


be aſſerted for the ſerving of the Truth, 
and with that ſincerity and plenitude of 


- | eſpe ro you that ic might be wholly 


in your own Power to do it in ſuch a 
_ as wherein not at all to diſſerve your 


ſelf, Which Temper of Mind is {till the 
lame with | 
Decemb, 91. Reverend SIR, 
Your moſt unfeigned Honourer, 
and Humble Servant, 


Anonym- 


_— 


LETTER I1I.IM. 


Worthy ST R, 


Am very loath troubleſomely to im- 
| portune you. Bur the very little 
time: ] had for the view of your 8th. Let- 
ter, before | wrote mine by the laſt Poſt 
not allowing me fully ro write my ſenſe 
as to: that part which concern'd my for- 
mer Letter; 1 take leave now- to add; 

fxrs L 3 that 
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that my deſign in it (as well as the pro- 
felt delign ot the Letrer it ſelf ) was 
to offer you the occaſion of employing 
that clear under{tanding, wherewith God 
hath bleſt you, above moſt, in confider- 
ing whether a greater latitude cannot be 
allow d us in conceiving the diſtm#tion of 
the three in the Godhead conſiſtentlywith 
the Unity thereof, than your notion of « 
perſon will extend to. And #f it can, 
whether it ought not to be repreſented 
( at leaſt: as poſſible ) to give a lels ex- 
ceptionable ground to the Doctrines of 
the mcarnation and ſatisfaction of the ſecond 
Perſon, in order whereto it ſeems to me 
highly requiſite. This was that I really 
intended, and not the vindicating the 
Sentiments of that Author, which you 
might oblerye that letter animadverts 
upon. "The. Scripture ſeems to allow a 
greater latitude, by the ground -it. grves 
us to apprehend: three. bypoſtafes.;. which 
lo.much differ trona che: notion: you give 
of pcrſons, that one 'hyjiaſt afis may: 1ſuftain 
three luch- fer/ozs as. you deſcribes 1 = 
- | _ only 
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only thing that ſeems to ſtraiten us. in 
this matter, is the uſual Do&rine of the 
Schools about the divine ſimplicity. T con- 
fels: I greatly coveted to have had your 
thoughts engag'd. in ſifting and exami- 
ning -that Doctrine; ſo far. as to conſ1- 
der .whether there be really. any thing 
in-x, cogent and demonſtrable that will 
be repugnant to. what. is overturd in 
that Letter. And I the rather delird 
more room might be gained in this mat- 
ter, apprehending the Umtarians ( as the 
more-lately affect to call themlelves ) 
might, upon the whole, think you more 
theirs, than aw's; and while they agree 
wich you concerning the poſſibility of 
ſuch:a Trinity as you aflert, may judge 
their advantage againſt the other men: 
tioned Doftrines, no lels than it was. 

My deſiring that letter of mine might 
not be printed, was moſt agreeable to 
whar'l intended in writing it ; that was, 
only, te. ſuggeſt ro you ſomewhart ( very 
loofly ) that I reckon'd you more capable 
than any man I knew,to cultivate, and im- 

"os prove = 
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prove, to the great ſervice of the com- 
mon Chriſtian Cauſe. And that you might 
ſeem to ſay, what you might, upon your 
own earch, find lafe and fit to be (aid, 
as meerly from your ſelf, without taking 
notice that occaſion was given you by 
any fuch Letter at all. ' Had I deſign'd'it 
for publick view, it ſhould have been 
writ with more Care, and with more 
( expreſſed ) Reſpe&t ro you. But it 
upon the whole, you judge there is no- 
thing in it conſiderable to the purpoſes 
it mentions, my further requeſt is, you 
will pleaſe rather to fupprets that part 
of your Letter which concerns it ( for 
which I ſuppoſe there is-yet opportuni- 
ty ) and take no notice any ſuch letter 
came to your hands. I am, | 


Decernd. 19. 9H, |. Reverend 5 * 


Humble Servant, 
© Anonym, 
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Summary Propoſitions, COllected 
out of the foregoins Diſ- 
coſe, more briefly of- 
fering tO VIEW the jubfance 
of what is contained 
in them. 


1, Of the Unity of the Godhead there can 
be no doubt, it being in reaſon. demonſtras 
ble, and moſt expreſly, often, aſſerted in 
Scripture. LT, 

2. That there is a Trinity in the. God- 

head, of Father, Son, or» Word, and 

| Holy-Ghoſt is the plam, obvious! ſenſe of 
ſo many Scriptures, that it apparently tends 
., 0 


136 - Calm. Diſcourle.of . 
to fruſtrate the defigne of the whole 


Scripture-revelation, and to make it 


uſeleſs, not to admit this Trinity, 
otherwiſe to u1derſtand ſuch Scriptures. 
I. Ep therefore the deviſing any other ſenſe 
*.. of- Juch Scriptures" ought | by "110 dans to 
be attempted, wnleſs.this Trinity: jn the 
, Godhgad can © be evidently "£10.00 
to beiimpoſſible.:” 
, That ,the Toopolibilicy of it .can_ never 
be demonſtrated from the meer Unity 
. - of the Godhead, - which may be ſuch, 
as to admit theſe diſtintions in it, | for 
ought we know. 2 t 
. Nothing is more appropriate to the 
Godhead than to be a neceſſarily ex- 
;. tſtent;-:intelligent. Being ; ſince all 
Creatures whether mitellizent, 'or. unintel- 
ligent, ae cantingent, depending upon 
the Will of the neceſſary, intelligent, Be- 
__" 6 
16. *; therefore the F ther, Son, and Ho- 
_ ly: Ghoft+do ain in. the Gadbead _ne- 
: ceflacily;.they comet hut be God. 
F 7. And 
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And if the firſt be conceived-as the Foun- 
tain, the ſecond as by natural neceſſary 
( not voluntary ) promanation from the fixit, 
the third by natural, neceſſary ( not volun- 
tary ) ſpiration, ſo 4s that neither of 
thele latter, could have been otherwiſe ; 
This .aptly agrees. with the Notiens of Fa- 
ther, , Son, and Spirit diſtm&iy. put upon 
them, and infeutely diſtngw/hes the two 
latter from all Creatures: that - dejend 
upon will and pleaſure... --- 

Whatever diſtin&tion there be of theſe 
three among themſelves, Jet the frſt being 
the Original, the. ſecond being by that 
promianation neceſſarily and eternally united 
with the firſt, the third by ſuch ſpiration 


- united neceſſarily and eternally with both 


the other, inaſmuch as eternity, and ne- 
ceſſity of exiſtence admit no change, 


this union muſt be inviolable, and ever: 


laſting, ang thereypon the Godhead 
which they conflituts, can be:but (One. 


9 


- Wie-have canton the creathres, and. gven_ 


- 4: owt iftives, :.inſtunces of very 0 diffenent 
SITY Na- 
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Natures, continuing diſftin&, but ſo uni 
ted, as to be onethmng; and it were more 
eaſily ſuppoſeable f 4 congenerous Na- | ! 


tures, 


to. if ſuch Union with diſtinction le 
impoſſible in the Godhead, it muſt net | 
be from any repugnancy in the thing it 
ſelf, ſince very intimate Union, with cons 
tinuing diſtinftion, is 'in it ſelf no im- 
poſſible thing ; but from ſomewhat pe- 
calizr to the Divine Being. | 


11. That peculiarity, ſince it cannot be 
Unity ( whuh becauſe it may admit dis 
ſtinflions in one and the ſame thing, we 
are not ſure it cannot be ſo n the Gods 
head ) muſt be that ſimplicity common- 
ly wont to be aſcribed to the divine Na- 
ture. 03 | 

12. Such ſimplicity. as . ſhall exclude that 
diſtinfkon, which ſhall appear neceſſary in 
the preſent caſe, is nat by exprels Scrip- 
ture -4ny Where: aſcribed to God 5 and 

.. therefore muſt be rationally _— 

FP c 
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ted of him, if it ſhall be judg'd to belong 


at all to him. 


13. Abſolute Simplicity is not a PerfeRti- 


on, nor is by any aſcribed to God, Not 
by the Socinians themſelves, who aſcribe 


| fo him the ſever al intellectual and mo- 


ral excellencies, that are attributed to 
him in the Scriptures, of which they give 
very different definitions, as may be 
een in their own Volkelius at large, 
which ſhould ſignifie them not to be count- 
ed, in all reſpects, the ſame thing. 


14. That is not a juſt conſequence, which 


is the moſt plauſible one that ſeems capa» 
ble of being alledg'd for ſuch abſolute 
ſimplicity, that otherwiſe there would be 
2 compoſition admitted in the Divine 
Nature, which would import an imper- 
fetion inconſiſtent with Deity. For the 
ſeveral excellencies that concur in it, hows 
foever diſtinguiſhed, being never put to- 
gether, nor having ever exiſted apart, 
but in eternal, neceſſary union, the? 
they may make ſome ſort of variety, im- 
pore 


140 _- ACaim Diſſourle of 
\. part no proper compelition, and carr) 
* with them more apparent Perfection 


than abſolute omnimodous ſimplicity 


| can be conceived to do, 


15. Suth a ſuppoſed poſſible variety even 
-- of individual Natures im the Deity, 
- fome way differing from-each other, infers 
- not an unbounded Liberty of conceiy- 
. ing what pluraluties therein we pleaſe or 
- can imagme. The divine revelation, 

which could only jultity, doth alſo 1i- 
Mit #s, herein, mentioning three di{tinf# 
I's or He's, and 10 more, 


46, The ſeveral Attributes which are com- 
© "mon to theſe three, do to our apfrehen- 
fron, and way of conceiving things, re- 
quire leis diſtintion 3 no more, for 
ought we know, than may ariſe from 
their being variouſly modity'd, accord- 
ing to the diſtinftion of Objects, or 
x. extrinſecal things, to which they 
. "may be referr'd, 


We 


We 


he Trinity in: the Godhead, 14x 
Ie that ſo little know how owr own Souls; 
and the Powers and Principles that be- 
long to them do differ from one ano- 
ther, and from them, muſt be ſuppoſed 
more ignorant, and ſhould be leſs curi- 
ous, in this. | 
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